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JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 
28U.S.C 331 


- 331 Judicial Conference of the United States 


The Chief Justice of the United States shall summon annually the chet judge of each judicial circuit, the 
chiet judge of the Court of International Trade, and a distinct judge from each judicial circuit to a conterence at such 
time and place in the United States as he may designate. he shail preside at such conference which shall be known 
as (he Judicial Conference of the United States. Special sessions of the conference may be called by the Chief 
Justice at such times and places as he may designate. 


The distnct judge to be summoned trom each judicial circud shall be chosen by the circult and district judges 
of the circuit at the annual judicial conference of the circuit held pursuant to section 333 of this title and shall serve as 
a member of the conference for three successive years, except that in the year following the enaciment of this 
amended section the judges in the first, fourth, seventh, and tenth circuits shall choose a district judge to serve for 
one year, the judges in the second, fifth, and eighth cwcuits shail choose a district judge to serve for two years and 
the judges in the third, sixth, ninth, and District of Columbia circuits shall choose a district judge to serve for three 
years 


4 the chief judge of any circuit, the chief judge of the Court of International Trade, or the district judge 
chosen by judges of the circuit is unable to attend, the Chief Justice may summon any other circud or district judge 
from such circuit or any other judge of the Court of International Trade, as the case may be Every judge summoned 
shail attend and, uniess excused by the Chief Justice, shall remain throughout the sessions of the conference and 
advise as to the needs of his circurt of court and as to any matters in respect of which the administration of justice in 
the courts of the United States may be improved. 


The Conterence shall make a comprehensive survey of the condition of business in the courts of the United 
States and prepare plans for assignment of judges to or from circuits or districts where necessary It shall also submit 
suggestions and recommendations to the various courts to promote uniformity of management procedures and the 
expeditious conduct of court business. The Conference is authorized to exercise the authority provided in section 
372(c) of this title as the Conference, or through a standing committee. if the Conference elects to establish a 
standing committee, tt shall be appointed by the Chief Justice and ail petitions for revi v shail be reviewed by that 
committee. The Conterence or standing committee may hold hearings, take sworn testimony, issue subpoenas and 
subpoenas duces tecum, and make necessary and appropriate orders in the exercise of its authority Subpoenas and 
subpoenas duces tecum shail be issued by the clerk of the Supreme Court or by the clerk of any court of appeals, at 
the direction of the Chief Justice or his designee and under the seal of the court, and shall be served in the manner 
provided in rule 45(c) of the Federal Rules of Crvii Procedure for subpoenas and subpoenas duces tecum issued on 
behalf of the United States or an officer or any agency thereot The Conference may also prescribe and modity rules 
for the exercise of the authority provided in section 372(c) of this title. All judicial officers and employees of the United 
States shali promptly carry into effect ai! orders of the Judicial Conference or the standing committee established 
pursuant to this section. 


The Conference shall also carry on a continuous study of the operation and effect of the general rules of 
practice and procedure now or hereafter in use as prescribed by the Supreme Court for the other courts of the Unied 
States pursuant to law Such changes in and additions to those rules as the Conlerence may “»em desirable to 
promote simplicity in procedure, fairness in administration, the just determination of litigation, ar mination of 
unjustifiable expense and delay shail be recommended by the Conterence from time to time to the @ Court for 
its consideration and adoption, modification or rejection, in accordance with law 


The Attorney General shal!, upon request of the Chief Justice, report to such conference on matters relating 
to the business of the several courts of the United States, with particular reference to cases to which the United 
States 's a party 


The Chief Justice shail submit to Congress an annual report of the proceedings of the Judicial Conference 
and tts recommendations for legisiation 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 


March 17, 1987 


The Judicial Conterence of the United States convened on 
March 17, 1987, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United 
States issued under 28 U.S.C. 331. The Chief Justice presided and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 


First Circuit: 


Chief Judge Levin H. Campbdell 
Chief Judge Juan M. Perez-Gimenez, District of 
Puerto Rico 
Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg 
Chief Judge John T. Curtin, Western District of 
New York 
Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge John J. Gibbons 
Chief Judge Murray M. Schwartz, District of Delaware 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter 
Judge Frank A. Kaufman, District of Maryland 


Fifth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Charles Clark 


Chief Judge L. T. Senter, Jr., Northern District of 
Mississippi 


Sixth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Pierce Lively 
Judge Robert M. McRae, Jr., Western District of 
Tennessee 
Seventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge William J. Bauer 
Judge Frank J. McGarr, Northern District of lilinois 


Eighth Circuit: 
Chiet Judge Donald P. Lay 
Chief Judge John F. Nangle, Eastem District of 
Missouri 
Ninth Circuit: 


Chief Judge James R. Browning 
Chief Judge Robert J. McNichols, Eastern District of 


Washington 
Tenth Circuit: 


Chief Judge William J. Holloway 
Chief Judge Sherman G. Finesilver, District of Colorado 


Eleventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Paul H. Roney 
Chief Judge James Lawrence King, Southern District of 
Florida 


District of Columbia Circuit: 


Chief Judge Patricia M. Wald 
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., District of 
Columbia 


Federal Circuit: 
Chief Judge Howard T. Markey 
Court of International Trade: 


Chiet Judge Edward D. Re 


Circuit Judges Frank M. Coffin and Gerald B. Tjoflat; Senior 
Circuit Judges John D. Butzner, Jr. and Otto R. Skopii, Jr.; District Judges 
Barbara B. Crabb and Morey L. Sear; Senior District Judge Elmo B. 
Hunter; and Circuit Executive James A. Higgins attended all or some of 
the sessions of the Conference. 


Congressman Robert W. Kastenmeier, Chairman of the House 
Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the Administration 
of Justice, attended the Conference briefly and spoke on matters pending 
in the Congress of interest to the judiciary. 


The Attorney General of the United States, Honorable Edwin 
Meese Ill, and Solicitor General Charles Fried, addressed the Conference 
on matters of mutual interest to the Department of Justice and the 
Conference. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, attended the sessions of the Conference, as did 
James E. Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director; Karen K. Siegel, Special Assistant 
to the Deputy Director; William R. Burchill, Jr., General Counsel; and 
Robert E. Feidler, Legislative and Public Affairs Officer. A. Leo Levin and 
Charles W. Nihan, Director and Deputy Director of the Federal Judicial 
Center, also attended the sessions of the Conference. Noel Augustyn, 
Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justicu, and Richard Schickele, Staff 
Counsel to the United States Supreme Court, were also present. 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Professor A. Leo 
Levin, presented a report on the activities of the Center. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


The Director of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, L. Ralph Mecham, submitted to the Conference a brief report on 
the judicial business of the courts during the calendar year 1986. The 
Conference authorized its immediate distribution. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 


Mr. Mecham reported that during 1986, a total of 1,187 new 
appeals were filed in the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit, a 47 percent drop from 1985. Dispositions in the Federal Cir~::'t 
rose six percent to 1,942. Since dispositions exceeded filings ©. 3)”. 
tially, the pending caseload fell 54 percent to 631 on December" i98€ 
The rate of increase in the number of appeals filed in the twelve = ons) 
courts of appeals slowed during 1986. Filings totalled 34,724, an incicase 
of nearly three percent over 1985. Terminations rose four percent tc 
33,923, but remained below the level! of filings. As 2 result, the number of 
cases pending in the regional courts of appeals rose three percent to 
26,454. 


In the United States district courts, civil filings declined nearly 13 
percent during 1986 to 243,495, the lowesi total since 1982. The district 
courts terminated 248,965 civil cases, a decrease of nine percent from the 
previous year. Since terminations outnumbered filings, the number of civil 
cases pending declined more than two percent to 245,682 on December 
31, 1986. 


During 1986, there were 42,549 criminal cases docketed, an 
increase of four percent over 1985. The district courts disposed of five 
percent more criminal cases, but the 40,661 terminations fell below the 
level of new case filings, resulting in an eight percent increase in the 
pending caseload. On December 31, 1986, there were 25,546 criminal 
cases pending on United States district court dockeis. 


The number of bankruptcy petitions filed during 1986 rose to 
530,008, an increase of 28 percent over the previous year. Bankruptcy 
terminations numbered 414,126, an increase of 18 percent over 1985. 
Since filings outnumbered terminations, the number of bankruptcy 
petitions pending rose nearly 18 percent to 777,008 on December 31, 
1986. 


Mr. Mecham also repo: .d that on March 17, 1987, there were 15 
vacancies among the 168 judgeship positions authorized for the United 
States courts of appeals, 46 vacancies among the 575 authorized United 
States district court judgeship positions, and one vacancy on the United 
States Court of International Trade. 


JUDICIAL PANEL ON 
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


A written statement filed with the Conference by the Judicial Panel 
on Muhidistrict Litigation indicated that during the six-month period ended 
December 31, 1986, the Panel centralized 274 civil actions pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 1407. Of that number, 119 were transferred for coordinated or 
consolidated pretrial proceedings with 155 actions originally filed in the 
transferee districts. The Panel denied transfer of 37 actions. 


Since its creation in 1968, the Panel has transferred 15,300 civil 
actions for centralized pretrial proceedings in carrying out its statutory 
responsibilities. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


Judge Frank M. Coffin, Chairman of the Committee on the Judicial 
Branch, orally briefed the Conference on the recent actions of the Com- 
mission on Executive, Legislative and Judicial Salaries, the President, and 
the Congress to increase judicial salaries. At the Conference's request, 
the Committee will transmit a report on these activities to all members of 


the judiciary. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
CLASSIFICATION OF CVB CLERICAL POSITIONS 


There are currently eight automated Central Violations Bureau 
(CVB) offices, in Eastern New York, Maryland, Eastern Virginia, Western 
Texas, Western Kentucky, Northern and Central California, and Colorado. 
The automated centers process misdemeanor violation notices for almost 
90 percent of the district courts. 


The Conference approved an amendment to the Judiciary Salary 
Plan to establish a target grade level of JSP-7 for positions performing 
full-range CVB duties in the eight automated CVBs. 


ALLOCATION OF PRO SE LAW CLERK POSITIONS 


The Conterence approved the following statement on pro se law 
Clerks: 


The pro se law clerk program has been a valuable and cost- 
effective legal resource which works in a centralized manner for 
a district court as a whole, not for any single judicial officer. Pro 
se law Clerks provide services which do not duplicate, but rather 
complement, the assistance provided by personal law clerks or 
legal assistants. 


Initial vcquests for pro se law clerk positions should be fully 
justitied with appropriate supporting documentation and evalu- 
ated by comparison against more definitive criteria than exist 
presently. These new criteria should be developed with a view 
toward adopting factors similar to those utilized for magistrate 
positions, e.g., comparative district court workloads, current 
utilization of judicial officer and subordinate resources, geogra- 
phy, etc. They could well include a standard report from pro se 
law clerks, detailing the number and types of duties performed. 


The Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel of the Court 
Administration Committee should continue to exercise its 
traditional role of determining whether the criteria for the authori- 
zation of pro se law clerks are suitable, the content thereof, and 
with what frequency the criteria should be reviewed and modi- 
fied; as appropriate, should conduct post-allocation review of 
positions authorized by the Administrative Office; and should 
determine whether any authorized positions should be trans- 
ferred to a court with greater need, as demonstrated by compari- 
son with the authorization criteria and in light of limited pro se 
law clerk resources and competing demands for them. 


In view of Congressional interest in attorney positions generally, 
further study should be made by the Subcoinmittee on Support- 
ing Personnel as to whether pro se law clerk positions shorild 
continue to be funded as deputy clerk positions under 28 U.S.C. 
751 or some other statutory provision. 


CLASSIFICATION OF DISTRICT COURT EXECUTIVES, 
CLERKS OF COURT, CHIEF PROBATION OFFICERS, 
AND CHIEF PRETRIAL SERVICES OFFICERS 


In order to categorize offices of the courts and thereby determine 
appropriate salaries for clerks of cour, the Subcommittee on Supporting 
Personnel recommended that the number of judges, magistrates, and staff 
be combined into the following formulas, which yield numerical indices for 
district and bankruptcy courts: 


District Court Formula: (number of judges x 500) plus (number of 
magistrates x 200) plus (number of staff x 100) 


Bankruptcy Court Formula: (number of judges x 200) plus (number 
of staff x 100) 


Courts would then be ranked on the indices and the following breakpoints 
established: 


District Courts 


Category 1 18,000 points and above 
Category 2 6,000 to 17,999 points 
Category 3 2,300 to 5,999 points 
Category 4 Below 2,300 points 


Bankruptcy Courts 


Category 1 20,000 points and above JSP-17 
Category 2 5,200 to 19,999 points JSP-16 
Category 3 1,800 to 5,199 points JSP-15 
Category 4 Below 1,800 points JSP-14 


The Subcommittee proposed that no chief deputy clerk be graded higher 
than JSP-15, and that the indices be refigured every two years. 


The Subcommittee also recommended that the grade of a chief 
rrobation officer or chief pretrial services officer be based upon the 
number of officers in the respective probation or pretrial services office as 
is warranted under the applicable work-measuremem formula, with the 
index and cutoff points as follows: 


Category 1 80 officers and above JSP-17 
Category 2 25 through 79 officers JSP-16 
Category 3 7 through 24 officers JSP-15 
Category 4 6 or fewer officers JSP-14 


Deputy chief probation officers, currently provided to the larger offices, 
would remain at the JSP-14 level for Category 2 offices, and would be 
upgraded to the JSP-15 level in Category 1 offices. 


The Committee approved the recommendations, provided (1) that 
in any individual district court, no bankruptcy clerk, chief probation officer, 
or chief pretrial services officer shall be classified at a level higher than the 
Clerk of the district court; and (2) that incumbents be “grandfathered” to 
protect their current grades, but not their ukimate promotion potentials. 
The Conference agreed to the recommendations, including the two 
provisos, and also agreed that, in the courts which are participating in the 
district court executive pilot program, the grade level of the district court 
executive shall be equal to the grade level of the district court clerk in that 
district. : 


LAW CLERK SALARIES 


In many areas of the country, top law school graduates are being 
offered salaries far beyond those of the federal government. in order to 
reduce this disparity, and subject to the availability of funds, the Confer- 
ence voted to remove the present JSP-11 and JSP-12 salaries for law 
Clerks and legal assistants to judicial officers from the graded Judiciary 
Salary Plan schedule, with the qualification criteria of the positions to 
remain unchanged. New appointees would be paid $33,000 and $36,500, 
in lieu of grades JSP-11 and JSP-12, respectively, subject automatically to 
any future comparability increases. 


COURT REPORTERS’ TRANSCRIPT RATES 


Pursuam to 28 U.S.C. 753(f), each court reporter may charge and 
collect fees for transcripts requested by the parties, at rates prescribed by 
the courts subject to the approval of the Judicial Conference At its last 
session (Conf. Rpt., p. 61), and effective October 1, 1986, the Conference 
authorized the following temporary increases in the maximum allowable 
transcript rates: 


Maximum Transcript Rates (10/86) 


Each Add’! 
First Copy to Copy to the 
Each Party Same Party 


$ 75 50 


$ 1.00 


In September, the new maximums were approved “subject to further 
action of the Conference following committee reports, and provided that 
these maximum rates will not apply to any transcripts paid for by the 
government, to include payments under the Criminal Justice Act, as long 
as 'Gramm-Rudman-Hollings’ (P.L. 99-177) is in effect.” 


The Committee on Court Administration recommended that the 
Conference set aside its September, 1986 action temporarily increasing 
maximum transcript fees; increase maximum transcript fees by ten percent 
over pre-October, 1986 levels, for original copies only; and authorize the 
Director of the Administrative Office to increase transcript fees by up to 25 
percent, for original copies only. However, after being advised that 49 
district courts had adopted orders raising transcript fees to the levels 
permitted at its September, 1986 session, the Conference deferred action 
on the Committee's recommendations until its next meeting in September, 
1987. In the interim, the Director of the Administrative Office will give 
notice to the 49 courts, and invite them to submit a report to the Confer- 
ence of their views on transcript rates. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON COURT REPORTERS 


In 1984, Chairman Elmo Hunter created the Ad Hoc Committee on 
Court Reporters in response to the request of the Judicial Conference to 
Study (1) the advisability of placing court reporters on a full-time salary 
without the right to retain the proceeds from transcript production; and (2) 
the advisability of making court reporters employees of the courts of 
appeals, rather than the district courts. 


Consistent with its determination to review these questions in an 
impartial manner, the Ad Hoc Committee contracted for a management 
Study through the competitive process with a private firm, Price Water- 
house. After reviewing the Price Waterhouse analysis, the Ad Hoc 
Committee concluded that it was neither wise nor necessary at this time to 
change the court reporter employment relationship with regard to retention 
of transcript fees or affiliation with and supervision by district courts. The 
Ad Hoc Committee determined that the problems giving rise to the 
Conterence's request to study this matter can and must be resolved within 
the present employment framework through improved management and 
control of the services of court reporters. The Ad Hoc Committee sug- 
gested that specific reforms to enhance effective management be pro- 
posed by the Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel for submission to 
the parent committee and the Conference. 


The Ad Hoc Committee did note that the lack of credible data 
relating to their workload and earnings, self-reported by court reporters, 
has hampered the work of the Conference in resolving court reporter 
management problems. The Ad Hoc Committee urged the Conference to 
require the district courts, consistent with guidelines of the Administrative 
Office, to review for completeness and accuracy the reports submitted by 
court reporters. These reports are used both by the Administrative Office 
and by committees of the Conference in the allocation of additional 
personnel and in setting transcript fees and salaries. The Committee also 
recommended that court reporters be required to maintain and certity, 
under penalty of perjury, proper records of time, attendance, transcript 
production, and earnings. 


The Conference adopted the findings and conclusions of the Ad 
Hoc Committee on Court Reporters, and directed that the Ad Hoc Commit- 
tee continue to monitor the situation and propose appropriate manage- 
ment reforms until discharged by the Judicial Conference. 


RETIREMENT AND RECALL OF JUDICIAL OFFICERS 


In March, 1982, the Conference adopted a retirement proposal for 
fixed-term judicial officers (Cont. Rpt., p. 17). The proposal would provide 
for a full annuity equal to the salary of office after 14 years of service, 
payable at age 65, with the annuity payable for eight or more, but fewer 
than 14 years of service to be a percentage of the full annuity amount 
determined by dividing the years of actual service by 14. A disability 
annuity after five years of service would also be provided. 


The Conference voted to reaffirm support for its March, 1982 
retirement proposal, with three minor modifications: (1) judges of the 
United States Claims Court would not be included; (2) October 1, 1979 
would be applied uniformly as the date on which to begin crediting service; 
and (3) a floor of 40 percent of salary for disability annuities would be 
imposed. 


The Conference's draft bill permits fixed-term judicial officers to 
elect to remain under a general government retirement system in lieu of 
the new retirement format. The Conference also voted to recommend that 
Congress provide for parity of treatment for territorial judges and United 
States magistrates under the Civil Service Retirement System provisions 


presently applicable to bankruptcy judges. 


RETIREMENT COVERAGE FOR LAW CLERKS 
AND STAFF ATTORNEYS 


In 1983 and 1984 (September 1983 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 
53-54; September 1984 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 57-58), the Judicial 
Conference authorized law clerks, legal assistants, and staff attorneys to 
elect temporary “term” appointments or permanent “career” appointments. 
The Conference agreed to modify the 1983 and 1984 resolutions to 
provide that an individual hired in one of these positions for a period 
understood to be less than four years shall be appointed as a “term” 
employee and subject only to social security, not federal retirement. 


INCREASES IN FEE SCHEDULES 
At its March, 1986 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 17), the Conference 
“request[ed] the appropriate committees of the Judicial Conference to 


study the possibility of increasing the entire range of miscellaneous fees 
prescribed by the Judicial Conference” pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1913 


11 


("Courts of appeals”), 1914 ("District court; filing and miscellaneous fees; . 
rules of court"), 1926 ("Claims Court’), and 1930 ("Bankruptcy fees”). 
After consulting with the Committee on the Administration of the Bank- 
ruptcy System and reviewing comments received from chief judges and 
clerks of court on the proposed increases, the Committee on Court 
Administration recommended the following fee schedules, which were 
approved by the Conference effective May 1, 1987: 


Judicial Conference Schedule of Fees 
for the United States Courts of Appeals 


Fees to be paid to clerks of the courts of appeals (except that no 
fees are to be charged for services rendered on behalf of the United 
States): 


1. For docketing a case on appeal or review, or docketing any 
other proceeding, $100. A separate fee shall be paid by each 
party filing a notice of appeal in the district court, but parties 
filing a joint notice of appeal in the district court are required to 
pay only one fee. A docketing fee shall not be charged for 
the docketing of an application for the allowance of an 
imerlocutory appeal under 28 U.S.C. 1292(b), unless the 
appeal is allowed. 

For every search o! the records of the court and certifying the 
results thereof, $15. 

For certifying any document or paper, whether the certification 
is made directly on the document or by separate instrument, 
$5. 

For reproducing any record or paper, 50 cents per page This 
fee shall apply to paper copies made from either (1) original 
documents; or (2) microfiche or microfilm reproductions of the 
original records. 

For :eoroduction of magnetic tape recordings, either cassette 
or reei-to-reel, $15 including the cost of materials. 

For reproduction of the record in any appeal in which the 
requiremem of an appendix is dispensed with by any court of 
appeals pursuant to Rule 30(f), F.R.A.P., $25. 

For each microfiche or microfilm copy of any court record, 
where available, $3. 

For retrieval of a record from a Federal Records Center, 
National Archives, or other storage location removed from the 
place of business of the court, $25. 


For a check paid into the court which is returned for lack of 
funds, $25. 

Fees to be charged and collected for copies of opinions shall 
be fixed, from time to time, by each court, commensurate with 
the cost of printing. 


Judicial Conference Schedule of 
Additional Fees for the United States District Courts 


Fees to be charged for services performed by clerks of the district 
courts (except that no fees are to be charged for services rendered on 
behalf of the United States): 


1. For filing or indexing any paper not in a case or proceeding for 
which a case filing fee has been paid, $20. This fee is 
applicable to the filing of a petition to perpetuate testimony, 
Rule 27(a), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the filing of 
papers by trustees under 28 U.S.C. 754, the filing of letters 
rogatory or letters of request, and the registering of a judg- 
ment from another district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1963. 

For filing a requisition for and certifying the results of a search 
of the records of the court for judgments, decrees, other 
instruments, suits pending, and bankruptcy proceedings, $15 
for each name searched. 

For certifying any document or paper, whether the certification 
is made directly on the document or by separate instrument, 
$5. 

For reproducing any record or paper, 50 cents per page. This 

fee shall apply to paper copies made from either: (1) original 

documents; or (2) microfiche or microfilm reproductions of the 

Original records. 

For reproduction of magnetic tape recordings, either cassette 

or reel-to-reel, $15 including the cost of materials. 

For transcribing a record of any proceeding by a regularty 

employed member of the court staff who is not entitled by 

statute to retain the transcript fees for his or her own account, 

a charge shall be made at the same rate and conditions 

established by the Judicial Conference for transcripts pre- 

pared and sold to parties by official court reporters. 

For each microfiche sheet of film or microfilm jacket copy of 

any court record, where available, $3. 


For retrieval of a record from a Federal Records Center, 
National Archives, or other storage location removed from the 
place of business of the court, $25. 

For a check paid into the court which is returned for iack of 
funds, $25. 

For an appeal to a district judge from a judgment of conviction 
by a magistrate in a misdemeanor case, $25. 

For admission of attorneys to practice, $20 each, including a 
Certificate of admission. For a duplicate certificate of admis- 
sion or certificate of good standing, $5. 


Judicial Conference Schedule of Additional Fees 
for the United States Bankruptcy Courts 


Fees to be charged for services performed by clerks of the 


bankruptcy courts (except that no fees are to be charged for services 
rendered on behalf of the United States): 


1. For reproducing any record or paper, 50 cents per page. This 
fee shall apply to paper copies made from either: (1) original 
documents; or (2) microfiche or microfilm reproductions of the 
original records. 

For certifying any document or paper, whether the certification 
is made directly on the document or by separate instrument, 
$5. 

For reproduction of magnetic tape recordings, either cassette 
or reel-to-reel, $15 including the cost of materials. 

For amendments to a debtor's schedules or lists of creditors 
after notice to creditors, $20 for each amendment, provided 
the bankruptcy judge may, for good cause, waive the charge 
in any case. 

For every search of the records of the bankruptcy court 
conducted by the clerk of the bankruptcy court or a deputy 
clerk, $15 per name or item searched. 

For filing a complaint, a fee shall be collected in the same 
amouni as the filing tee prescribed in 28 U.S.C. 1914(a) for 
instituting any civil action other than a writ of habeas corpus. 
if the United States, other than a United States trustee acting 
as a trustee in a case under Title 11, or a debtor is the 
plaintiff, no fee is required. If a trustee in a case under Title 
11 is the plaintiff, the fee shall be payable only from the estate 
and to the extent there is any estate realized. The exemption 
is not granted to a debtor in possession. 


For filing or indexing any paper not in a case or proceeding for 
which a filing fee has been paid, including registering a 
judgment from another district, $20. 

For all notices generated in cases filed under Title 11 of the 
United States Code, 50 cents per notice.“ The fee shall be 
payable only from the estate and only to the extent there is an 
estate. 


Upon the filing of a notice of appeal with the bankruptcy court 
in a proceeding arising under the Bankruptcy Act, $5 shall be 
paid to the clerk of the bankruptcy court by the appellant. 

For clerical processing of each claim filed in excess of 10, 25 
cents each in asset cases filed under Chapters |-VIl of the 
Bankruptcy Act, in cases filed under the relief chapters of the 
~~ ea and in asset cases filed under the Bankruptcy 


— ey 
employed member of the bankruptcy court staff who is not 
entitled by statute to retain the transcript fees for his or her 
own account, a charge shall be made at the same rate and 
conditions established by the Judicial Conference for tran- 
scripts prepared and sold to parties by official court reporters. 
The party requesting the transcript shall pay the charge to the 


clerk of the bankruptcy court for deposit to the credit of the 
referees’ salary and expense fund if the proceeding is related 
to a case commenced prior to October 1, 1979, and to the 
credit of the Treasury if the proceeding is related to a case 
commenced on or after October 1, 1979. If the trustee in 
bankruptcy or the debtor in possession requests a transcript in 
the performance of his official duties, the charge shall be paid 
from the estate to the extent there is any estate realized. 

12. For each microfiche sheet of film or microfilm jacket copy of 
any court record, where available, $3. 

13. For retrieval of a record from a Federal Records Center, 
Nationai Archives, or other storage location removed from the 
place of business of the court, $25. 

14. For a check paid into the court which is returned for lack of 
funds, $25. 

15. For providing mailing labels, $5 per page or portion thereof. 


"Effective January 1, 1987, by action of the Executive Committee. 


For docketing a proceeding on appeai or review from a final 
judgment of a bankruptcy judge pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 158(a) 
and (b), $100. A separate fee shall be paid by each party 
filing a notice of appeal in the bankruptcy court, but parties 
filing a joint notice of appeal in the bankruptcy court are 
required to pay only one fee. 


Language to clarify reopened and converted Bankruptcy Code cases. 


a. Filing fees prescribed by 28 U.S.C. 1930(b) must be collected 
when a Bankruptcy Code case is reopened, unless the 
reopening is to correct an administrative error or for actions 
related to the debtor's discharge. If a Bankruptcy Code case 
is reopened for any other purpose, the appropriate fee to be 
charged is the same as the filing fee in effect for commencing 
a new case on the date of reopening. 
lf a Bankruptcy Code case (or estate in the instance of a joint 
petition) is converted to another chapter, the amount of the 
fee due upon conversion shail be the filing fee prescribed for 
the new chapter, less any credit for filing fees previously paid. 
This requirement shall not apply to the fee which must be paid 
when a chapter 7 or 13 case converts at the request of the 
debtor to chapter 11 on or after November 26, 1986. 


Judicial Conference Schedule of Fees 
for the United States Claims Court 


Services to be performed by the clerk of the United States Claims 
Court (except that no fees are to be charged for services rendered on 
behailt of the United States): 


1. For filing a civil action or proceeding, $60. 

2. For reproducing any record or paper, 50 cents per page. This 
fee shail apply to paper copies made from either: (a) original 
documents; or (b) microfiche or microfilm reproductions c‘ the 
For certifying any document or paper, whether the certification 
is made directly on the document or by separate instrument, 
$5. 

For admission of attorneys to practice, $20 each, including a 

certificate of admission. For a duplicate certificate of admis- 

sion or Certificate of good standing, $5. 


For receipt of a rnunthly listing of court orders and opinions, 
$10 per year. 


The Conference also noted that Public Law 99-500, the 
Judiciary’s Appropriation Act for the Fisca’ Year 1987, increased the fee 
for filing a civil action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1914(a) from $60 to $120, but 
failed to impose a comparable increase for cases filed in the United States 
Claims Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 2520. The Conference voted to 
recommend that 28 U.S.C. 2520 be amended to effect a comparable 
increase, i.e., from $60 to $120, in the Claims Court filing tee. 


CLOSING OF COURT FACILITIES 


Under 28 U.S.C. 462(f), the Administrator of General Services is 
“authorized and directed” to close court accommodations “which the 
Director recommends for closure with the approval of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States." The Conference approved the 
recommendation of the Fourth Circuit Judicial Council and the Director of 
the Administrative Office that the court facility at Rock Hill, South Carolina 
(fiscal year 1986 rental cost, approximately $40,000) be closed. 


PARKING IN "HIGH-RISK CRIME AREAS” 


Under parking guidelines (Chapter 20 of the United States Courts 
Design Guide) adopted by the Conference last September (Conf. Rot., p. 
59), the determination of a “High-Risk Crime Area” was to be made by the 
Administrative Office. Recognizing that the 1982 Report of the Attorney 
General's Task Force on Court Security places responsibility for decisions 
affecting security with the district courts, the Administrative Office and the 
Committee recommended that the Design Guide be amended to give local 
district court security committees, rather than the agency, the 
responsibility of designating "High-Risk Crime Areas”. The Conference 
approved the amendment. 


TRAVEL 


At its last session (Conf. Rpt., p. 59), the Conference approved 
new Travel Regulations for Justices and Judges. Under the new 
regulations, justices and judges traveling within the continental United 
States may claim a per diem allowance without itemizing expenses or, by 
itemizing, actual expenses of subsistence not to exceed 150 percent of 
the per diem allowance. The General Services Administration has 
established a standard per diem allowance of $50 and a lengthy schedule 


of enhanced per dien\ rates by geographic location which, except as set 
forth below, seem sufficient. However, recognizing that some locations 
frequented by the judiciary are absent from the enhanced per diem list -- 
and thus maximum reimbursement in these locations would be limited to 
150 percent of the standard per diem allowance, or $75 -- the travel 
regulations also permit justices and judges the alternative of claiming 
actual expenses of subsistence not to exceed $150 per day. 


Under present law, the $150 per day option cannot be extended to 
judicial branch employees other than Article Ili judges, Claims Court 
judges, and judges of the territorial district couris. Consequently, to the 
extent they must attend meetings or conferences in “non-listed” locations, 
bankruptcy jridges, United States magistrates, and other judicial branch 
personnei must absorb that portion of their lodging, meals, and incidental 
expenses in excess of 150 percent of the prescribed per diem rate for the 
area. 


The Conference approved the Committee’s recommendation that 
Congress should be requested to amend 28 U.S.C. 604(a) to authorize 
the Director of the Administrative Office, under the supervision and 
direction of the Judicial Conference, to reimburse official travel expenses 
incurred by judicial officers and employees at rates equal to those 
applicable to justices and judges. 


ARBITRATION 


e Conference voted to reaffirm support for the proposed 
"Court-Annexed Arbitration Act of 1985” (March 1986 Session, Conf. Rot., 
pp. 6-7), in lieu of enactment of H.R. 4341, 99th Congress, an alternative 
arbitration bill. 


NATIONAL CHILDHOOD VACCINE INJURY ACT OF 1986 


Although enacted, the National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 
1986 (Public Law 99-660) will not become effective until “the effective date 
of a tax enacted after the date of enactment of this Act to provide funds for 
compensation.” The Act provides a compensation scheme, administered 
by the federal courts, that must be exhausted prior to the award of more 
than $1,000 in damages for injuries caused by a vaccine. 
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The issues of substantive policy addressed by the Act are matters 
for the Congress. However, the Committee noted that the Act as passed 
raises substantial constitutional questions and contains numerous and 
severe procedural detects relating to both federal and state courts. The 
Conterence voted to urge the Congress not to fund the National Childhood 
Vaccine Injury Act, and to amend or reconsider the Act to avoid 
substantial constitutional questions and to correct procedural defects 
raised by the legislation in its present form. 


CIVIL RICO SUITS 


in March, 1986 (Conf. Apt., pp. 11-12), the Judicial Conference 
approved a resolution suggesting that Congress seriously consider 
narrowing the reach of 18 U.S.C. 1964(c) (civil suits under the Racketeer 
Influenced Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO)). Because the impact on the 
federal courts of suits brought under this provision grows daily more acute, 
the Conference concurred in the Committee's recommendation that the 
Congress promptly take steps to narrow significantly the scope of the civil 
RICO provisions in 18 U.S.C. 1964(c). 


STATE JUSTICE INSTITUTE 


The Conference reiterated its strong support for the recently 


created State Justice Institute, including reasonable funding for its 
operation. 


JUDICIAL CONDUCT AND DISABILITY 


The Ad Hoc Subcommittee on Judicial Conduct and Disability was 
formed in July, 1983, in response to the Conference's charge that the 
Committee on Court Administration consider the reconciliation of the 
disparate circuit rules for handling complaints of judicial misconduct or 
disability under the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. 372(c). 
Among other things, the Act provides that each judicial council may 
prescribe such rules for the conduct of disciplinary proceedings as it 
considers appropriate and that these rules may be modified by the Judicial 
Conterence. 


Section 372(c) was enacted into law by the Judicial Councils 
Reform and Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 (Public Law 
96-458), and became efiective on October 1, 1981. Effective on that date, 
each circuit council issued a rule governing its handling of compla ° 
under the Act. it was generally understood that a considerable period « 
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experimemation would be necessary before the Conterence could exert 
meaningtul review authority over the disparate rules adopted by the 
judicial councils. 


Comemporaneously with the formation of the Ad Hoc Committee, 
the circult chief judges embarked on an effort to draft model rules that 
might be proposed for adoption by the judicial councils. In 1986, a special 
committee of circuit chief judges completed lilustrative Rules Governing 


Complaints of Judicial Misconduct_and Disability, published with 
commentary by the Federal Judicial Center. 


The Conlerence voted to ask that each judicial council and 
national court substantially adopt the illustrative Rules as soon as possible 
following the March, 1987 Judicial Conference. The Conference also 
urged each judicial council and national court to inform the Conference by 
September 30, 1987, through the Committee on Court Administration, of 
is experience with local judicial discipline rules. 


TEMPORARY EMERGENCY COURT OF APPEALS 


In response to a request from three senators to consider the need 
for continuation of the Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals (TECA), 


the Conference concurred in the Committee's recommendation that TECA 
be abolished by the Congress, on condition that the court be permitted to 
complete its pending caseload during a transition period. The appropriate 
forum for future appellate review of petroleum allocation and price support 
cases, some 350 of which are pending in the district courts, was 
determined to be a matter better left to the Congress. 


PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 


The Southern and Middle Districts of Florida, the Judicial Council 
of the Eleventh Circuit, and the Committee recommended that the 
Counties of Collier, Hendry, Glades, and Highlands in the Southern 
District of Florida, and the Counties of DeSoto, Charlotte, and Lee in the 
Middle District, all be placed in the same district, either Southern or 
Middie. This would enable Ft. Myers, which is already designated as a 
place of holding court and which has adequate court facilities, to be 
utilized by these counties. The Conference agreed to support the 
enactmem of suitable legislation to place all seven counties within the 
Southern or the Middle District of Florida. 


ADDITIONAL COURT REPORTERS 


The Committee declined to approve an additional court reporter 
position in the Southern District of Florida. 


AUTOMATION 


The Committee on Court Administration considered, and 
unanimously approved, the Five-Year Plan for Automation in the United 
States Courts (1987 Update). In addition to automatic data processing, 
the 1987 version of the Plan includes an office automation project and 
programs for data and voice communications. 


The Subcominittee on Judicial Improvements reported to the 
parent committee and the Conference that, in recognition of the fact that 
the Bankruptcy Court Automation Project (BANCAP) will be of inestimable 
value to the overburdened bankruptcy courts, the Subcommittee had 
unanimously requested the Federal Judicial Center to focus its 
development resources to insure that BANCAP is completed according to 
the schedule set forth in the current version of the Five-Year Plan. This 
will require other bankruptcy automation efforts, including Judicial Center 
support for a Department of Justice-managed demonstration project (see 
section 310 of Public Law 99-554, the Bankruptcy Judges, United States 
Trustees, and Family Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986), and any 
modification of BANCAP to satisfy new U.S. Trustee needs, to be deferred 
indefinitely. The Subcommittee also directed the Administrative Office to 
reexamine the Five-Year Plan implementation schedules of non-case 
management systems such as the Financial and Jury Systems, in order to 
accelerate implementation of BANCAP, if possible. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1987 


The Committee on the Budget reported that the fiscal year 1987 
appropriation for the judiciary, signed into law as part of the 
government-wide “continuing resolution” (Public Law 99-500), provided a 
total of $1,192,592,000. This represents an increase in budget authority 
of $161,435,000, or 16 percent over the amount appropriated for the fiscal 
year 1986. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1987 


The Conference was advised that a fiscal year 1987 supplemental 
appropriations request of $40.2 million had been submitted for "Salaries 
and Expenses”, to fund the appointment of an additional 400 deputy clerks 
in the bankruptcy courts; increases in travel costs resulting from higher 
subsistence allowances; funds for the purchase of telephone systems and 
increases in telecommunications system charges; higher office space 
rental charges assessed by the General Services Administration; 
expenses resulting from Public Law 99-554, which established 52 new 
bankruptcy judgeships and a pilot bankruptcy administrator program in two 
states; and 386 positions, primarily in probation and pretrial services, 
necessary to handle increased drug enforcement activity. A supplemental 
request of $2.5 million for the "Defender Services” appropriation has been 
submitted to fund the revised Criminal Justice Act compensation 
limitations. The judiciary is also seeking $18,000,000 for the planning, 
design, and construction of chambers, courtrooms, and adjunct facilities 
for the new bankruptcy judgeships authorized by Public Law 99-554. 


DECENTRALIZATION PROPOSALS 


The Committee reported that &t had considered two proposals 
advanced by the circuit executives that would decentralize functions 
performed by the Administrative Office, and had deferred action on both 


proposals. 
JUDICIAL ETHICS COMMITTEE 


The Judicial Ethics Committee reported that as of March, 1987, 
the Committee had received 1,980 financial disclosure reports for the 
calendar year 1985, including 1,007 reports from judicial officers and 973 
reports from judicial employees, and had addressed 564 letters of inquiry 
to reporting individuals. 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


The Advisory Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since 
is last report, the Committee had received nine inquiries and issued nine 


advisory opinions. The Chairman also responded to 17 telephone 
inquiries that did not require reference to the Committee. 


CODE OF CONDUCT FOR UNITED STATES JUDGES 


The Conterence agreed to delete the word "JUDICIAL" from the 
title of the volume containing the Code of Conduct for United States 
Judges, at the earliest opportunity consistent with the availability of funds. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The Committee on Intercircut Assignments reported that during 
the period August 15, 1986, through February 15, 1987, the Committee 
had recommended 72 intercircult assignments to be undertaken by 50 
judges. Of this number, 12 were senior circuit judges, six were active 
circu judges, 21 were senior district judges, five were active district 
judges, two were senior judges of the Court of Intemational Trade, and 
four were active judges of the Court of International Trade. 


Of the 72 assignments approved, 31 judges undertook 48 
assignments to the courts of appeals, and 21 judges undertook 24 
assignments to the district courts. 


GUIDELINES 


The Chief Justice and the Committee approved the following 
guidelines and procedures for the intercircuit assignment of United States 
judges, effective November 21, 1986: 


1. A federal judge has responsibility: first, to the particular 
court of which he or she is a member; second, to the other 
courts within his or her own circuit; and third, to the courts 
outside his or her circuit. 


The chief of the borrowing circuit will certify the need for a 
judge to be assigned from another circuit. Assignment of 
judges from their statutory base will be on the basis of the 
need of the borrowing circuit. This standard will govern the 


assignments of both active and senior judges. 


Committee who, in consultation with the Director 


of the Administrative Office and the Chief Justice, will select a 
judge or panel of judges as the case may be. To avoid the 
appearance of impropriety or contlict of interest, judges of the 
borrowing circu, once disqualified, should not participate in 
the selection of the visiting judge or judges. 


Except in emergency situations, a judge assigned to work on 
the general calendar of a district court should serve at least 
two weeks if the travel is less than 750 miles, and for at least 
one month if the travel exceeds 750 miles. This 750-mile 
travel limitation does not apply to senior judges assigned to 
work in an appellate court. 


if deemed necessary, a visiting judge may be accompanied 
by up to two members of his or her staff. The borrowing court 
will be expected to furnish additional supporting personne! as 


required. 


OPERATING PROCEDURES 


Certificate of Need (AO Form 23) The chief circuit judge certifies 
that there is a need within his or her circuit for a judge to be assigned 
from another circut. The certificate is sent to the Chairman of the 
Committee, as noted at the bottom of the form. 


Certificate of Consent (AO Forms 24 and 24B) An active judge 
needs the consent of his or her circuit chief judge; a senior judge can 


consem to his/her own assignments. in both cases, the chief judge 
of the lending circuit should be consulted to assure that the needs 
within that circuit are satisfied first. 


applicable consem is received the Chairman will 
committee's recommendation to the Director of the Administ 
Office who will prepare the designation and forward it with 
supporting material to the Chief Justice for signature. 


Upon approval by the Chief Justice, all documents will be returned to 
the Director for distribution to the clerks of the lending and borrowing 
courts, as provided by 28 U.S.C. 295. Notice of the approval will be 


sent to the chief judges of the lending and borrowing circuits, the 
Chief judges of the lending and borrowing districts (if applicable), and 
the visiting judge. The permanent records of the assignments will be 
maintained by the Administrative Office. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure reported that 
the Chief Justice had appointed Judge Lloyd D. George as chairman of 
the Advisory Committee on Bankruptcy Rules, and Judge Joseph F. Weis, 
Jr. as chairman of the Advisory Committee on Civil Rules. No rules 
amendments were submitted to the Conference, although a number are 
under consideration by the advisory committees. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
PROBATION SYSTEM 


SENTENCING GUIDELINES 


The Committee reported that it had considered revised draft 
sentencing guidelines and concurred in the recommendation of the Ad 
Hoc Committee on Sentencing Guidelines (infra, pp. 40-41) that the 
Conference take no formal position on the guidelines until their 
promuigation in April, 1987. 


COMPREHENSIVE CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1984 


At its September, 1985 session (Conf. Rpt., pp. 60-61), the 
Conference endorsed several amendments to the Sentencing Reform Act 
of 1984 (Title |i of the Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984, Public 
Law 98-473) proposed by the Probation Committee. While some of the 
proposed amendments have been enacted, numerous others have not. 
The Conterence reaffirmed support for the Committee's proposed 
amendments and authorized their resubmission to the Congress. 


MEMORIAL RESOLUTION 
The Conference adopted the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with 
sadness the death of United States Probation Officer Thomas 
E. Gahi on September 22, 1986. Tom was a fine and 
dedicated federal probation officer for twelve years and gave 
his life serving the District Court for the Southern District of 
indiana. We, the members of the Conference, convey our 
sympathy to his widow, Nancy, and to their two children, 
Christopher and Nicholas. We ask that this resolution be sent 
to them as a mark of our respect and high esteem for Tom. 


QUALIFICATION STANDARDS FOR PROBATION AND 
PRETRIAL SERVICES OFFICERS 


Under the Civil Service Retirememt System, law enforcement 
personnel may retire at age 50 after completing 20 years of law 
enforcement service. Retirement under this system results in a higher rate 
of annuity computation. 


Under the new Federal Employees’ Retirement System (FERS), 
applicable to all probation employees hired after January 1, 1984 and any 
others who opt into the system, the treatment of law enforcement officers 
for retiremem purpcses is altered. in the definition of “law enforcement 
officer’, FERS adds a provision requiring that the duties of a law 
entorcemem officer must be “sufficiently rigorous that employment 
Opportunities are required to be limited to young and physically vigorous 
individuals.” See 5 U.S.C. 8401(17). The authority to determine which 
positions in the judicial branch are to be treated as law enforcement 
positions has been delegated by the Office of Personnel Management to 
the Director of the Administrative Office. 


After reviewing the job requirements of probation officers, 
probation officer assistants, and pretrial services officers, the Committee 
recommended that, effective July 1, 1987, first-time applicants for these 
positions must not have reached their thirty-fifth birthday at the time of 
appointment. The Conference approved this recommendation, and also 
approved the establishment of other physical standards consistent with 
the necessity of these officers to deal effectively with physical attacks and 
moderate to arduous physical exertion. 


IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 


The Conference adopted the following resolution conceming 
implementation of the Pretrial Services Act of 1982 (Public Law 97-267): 


The Conference has studied implementation of the Pretrial 
Services Act of 1982 and observes that some courts have 
experienced difficulty in implementing this Act. The 
Conference concludes that where a high volume of bail 
hearings is concentrated in one or more locations and the 
criminal caseload is substantial, & is more efficient to deliver 
pretrial services through a separate oftice. The Conference 
recommends, therefore, that districts with a high 
concentration of bail activity and a substantial criminal 
caseload review their provision of pretrial services and 
consider establishing a separate office. 
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COMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


RECALL TO SERVICE OF RETIRED 
BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


At its March, 1985 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 22), the Conference 


GUIDELINES FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
CHAPTER 13 CASES 


Since 1963, the Judicial Conference has promulgated guidelines 
for the administration of Chapter 13 cases to promote uniform 
supervision of trustee practices in the various districts. On the 
recommendation of the Committee, the Conference approved 
amendments to Guideline 17 (to delete the requirement that interest 
earned on estate funds be included in the ten percent of payments 
limitation which a standing trustee is allowed for compensation and 
expenses) and Guideline 11 (to incorporate a technical change in 
accounting terminology). 


ADDITIONAL DUTY STATIONS AND 
PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 
FOR BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


In order to accommodate the 52 new judgeships created by the 
Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family Farmer 
Bankruptcy Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-554), the Conference approved 
the following designations of official duty stations and deletions of 
additional places of holding court: 


Additional = Official 


Positions Duty 
CIRCUIT/DISTRICT (P.L.99-554) Station 
THIRD 
New Jersey 2 Camden 
Newark 
Pennsylvania, Western 1 Pittsburgh 
FOURTH 
Maryland Baltimore 


Virginia, Eastem Richmond 
FIFTH 

Louisiana, Western 1 Alexandria* 

Texas, Northern 1 Dallas 

Texas, Southern 3 Houston (2) 

Corpus Christi* 

Texas, Western 1 Austin’ 
SIXTH 

Kentucky, Western 1 Louisville 

Michigan, Western | 1 Grand Rapids 

Tennessee, Eastern 1 Chattanooga 

or Knoxvi'le 
Tennessee, Western 1 Memphis 


“Delete as additional places of holding court: Alexandria, Louisiana; 
Corpus Christi, Texas; and Austin, Texas. 


CIRCUIT/DISTRICT (P.L.99-554) 


SEVENTH 
Illinois, Northern 
Illinois, Central 


— -— -t A) 
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ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 


Due to ar ui.sual increase in bankruptcy filings, the Conference 
voted to recommend that Congress authorize one additional bankruptcy 
judgeship for the District of Colorado. 


SALARIES OF BANKRUPTCY JUDGES AND 
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATES 


On February 4, 1987, the Presideit’s recommendations for 
adjusted executive, legislative, and judicial salaries became law. Under 
these recommendations, bankruptcy judges and United States 
magistrates received increases only from $70,500 to $72,500, or about 
2.8 percent. 


The ability of the judiciary to continue to attract and retain 
Qualitied individuals to serve as bankruptcy judges and United States 
magistrates will be seriously impaired unless Congress acts quickly to 
raise the salaries of these judicial officers. Accordingly, on the 
recommendations of the Committees on the Administration of the 
Bankruptcy and Federal Magistrates Systems, the Conference endorsed 
an immediate resolution of the problem through Congressional 
enactment of pay increases for bankruptcy judges and magistrates. 


The Conference has previously recommended (March 1982 
Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 16; March 1983 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 9-10) 
that a mechanism be established whereby the Director of the 
Administrative Office, under the direction and supervision of the Judicial 
Conference, be authorized to establish and maintain a salary system for 
officers of the judiciary other than Article Ill judges. Salary levels 
established as of March 1, 1987, require a reexamination of the salary 
Ceiling element in the Conterence-proposed mechanism. At the request 
of the Chairmen of the Bankruptcy and Magistrates Committees, the 
Court Administration Committee will undertake to review the 
appropriateness of that element and report any recommended revision 
thereof to the Conference. No legislative proposal embodying the 
mechanism will be filed with the Congress until after the Conference has 
acted upon the Committee's recommendation. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


SALARIES OF MAGISTRATES 


The Judicial Conference has consistently endorsed the principle 
of parity in the saiaries of full-time United States magistrates and 
bankruptcy judges. E.g., March 1981 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 28. The 
Conference reaffirmed this principle as a standing resolution of 
continuing effect, and authorized the Direc‘or of the Administrative Office 
to implement future adjustments in the salaries of full-time magistrates 
consistent with this principle. 


The Conference also approved the jCommittee’s 
recommendations (1) that part-time magistrates be granted the three 
percent cost-of-living salary adjustment granted generally to other 
federal employees, retroactive to January 1, 1987; and (2) that effective 
March 18, 1987, part-time magistrates be authorized the further 2.836 
percent salary increases which are proportionate to the increased 
maximum rate for full-time magistrates established by the recent 
Presidential recommendations under the Federal Salary Act of 1967, as 
amended. The new salary levels, incorporating both increases 


authorized for part-time magistrates, are as follows: 


1987 Salary 1987 Salary 
Jan 1-Mar, 17 Eff. Mar. 18 


$ 2,134 
3,201 
4,269 
§,335 
7,588 
9,722 

11,858 
13,992 
16,127 
18,380 
21,225 
24,070 
27,390 
21,719 
36,250 


RECALL OF RETIRED MAGISTRATES 


Title ll of the Criminal Justice Act Revision of 1986 (Public Law 
99-651) provides, inter alia, for the recall to service of retired U.S. 
magistrates. The Conference approved regulations, effective April 1, 
1987, implementing the recall provisions of 28 U.S.C. 636(h). The 
regulations are patterned upon the regulations promulgated by the 
Conference in March, 1985 (Conf. Rpt., p. 22) for the recall of retired 
bankruptcy judges. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district 
courts, and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Conference approved 
the following changes in salaries and arrangements for full-time and 
part-time magistrate positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these 
changes are to be effective when appropriated funds are available. The 
salary levels listed below include the adjustments by the Conference at 
this session. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 
District of Columbia: 


Continued the two full-time magistrate positions which are due to 
expire in 1988 for additional eight-year terms. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
Maine: 
Continued the authority of the clerk of court to perform magistrate 
duties for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
additional compensation of $2,134 per annum. 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Louisiana, Westem: 


Authorized a part-time magistrate position at Lafayette (or 
Opelousas) at a salary of $36,250 per annum. 


Texas, Western: 


1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at San Antonio 
which is due to expire on October 8, 1987, for an additional 
eight-year term. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at El Paso which 
is due to expire on December 18, 1987, for an additional 
eight-year term. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Austin for an 
additional eight-year term. 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Kentucky, Western: 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Paducah for an 
additional eight-year term. 


Tennessee, Easter: 
Authorized the fulltime magistrate at Knoxville to exercise 
jurisdiction over the Big South Fork National River and Recreation 
Area in the adjoining Eastern District of Kentucky and Middle District 
of Tennessee. 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Indiana, Southern: 
Converted the part-time magistrate position at Evansville to a 
full-time magistrate position. 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
North Dakota: 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Grand 
Forks (or Devils Lake or Minnewaukan) from $4,269 to $11,858 per 
annum. 
NINTH CIRCUIT 
Arizona: 


1. Converted the part-time magistrate position at Tucson to a 
full-time magistrate position. 


2. Directed the court not to fill a vacancy in a full-time 
magistrate position at Tucson occurring two years or more 
after the appointment of the new full-time magistrate without 
approval of the Judicial Conference. 


California, Central: 


Authorized one new full-time magistrate position for the district, to be 
located at Los Angeles. 


Hawaii: 


Authorized a part-time magistrate position at Kwajalein Missile 
Range at a salary of $2,134 per annum. 


Montana: 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at Great Falls to a 
full-time magistrate position. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at Wichita to a 
full-time magistrate position. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Junction 
City upon the appointment of the new full-time magistrate at 
Wichita. 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 


Alabama, Norther: 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at Huntsville (or Decatur) 
to a full-time magistrate position. 


Florida, Norther: 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at Tallahassee to a 
full-time magistrate position. 


Florida, Southern: 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at West Palm Beach to a 
full-time magistrate position. 


COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


The Committee to Implement the Criminal Justice Act submitted 
to the Conference a report on appointments and payments under the 
Criminal Justice Act during the fiscal year 1986. The report indicated 
that $70,074,000 originally was appropriated for the fiscal year 1986 for 
implementation of the CJA. Of this amount, $2,657,000 was 
sequestered in accordance with "Gramm-Rudman-Hollings” (Public Law 
99-177), leaving a balance of $67,417,000 available. It is estimated that 
this entire amoum will be required to meet projected fiscal year 1986 
obligations. 


During the fiscal year 1986, approximately 59,570 persons were 
represented under the CJA, compared to 54,564 persons during the 
fiscal year 1985, an increase of 9.2 percent. Of these 59,570 persons 
represented, 31,500, or 52.9 percent, were represented by federal public 
and community defender organizations, compared to 52.6 percent in the 
fiscal year 1985 and 53.5 percent in the fiscal year 1984. 


The Conference authorized the Director of the Administrative 
Office to transmit the report to all chief judges, to all federal defender 
organizations, and to others who may request copies. 


BUDGET REQUESTS - FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS 


The Conference appproved supplemental budget requests for 
federal public defender organizations for the fiscal years 1987 and 1988 
as follows: 
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GRANT REQUESTS - 
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


The Conference approved supplemental sustaining grants for 
the fiscal years 1987 and 1988 for the Defender Association of 
Philadelphia, Federal Court Division, Eastern District of Pennsylvania, in 


the following amounts: 


FY 1987 $ 66,493 
FY 1988 $ 77,087 


GUIDELINES 


The Conference approved the following amendments to the 
Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice Act: 


1. Numerous technical amendments to incorporate the provisions 
of the Crimina! Justice Act Revision of 1986, Title |, Public Law 
99-651. 

. Amendments to paragraphs 2.14 and 3.16, relating to death 
penalty federal habeas corpus cases. 

. Amendments to paragraph 2.18, relating to the appointment and 
compensation of standby counsel. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE CRIMINAL LAW 


The Committee on the Administration of the Criminal Law 
reported that, at its most recent meeting, the Committee considered 
revised draft sentencing guidelines and referred its comments to the 
Committee on the Administration of the Probation System. See also 
"Sentencing Guidelines”, infra, pp. 40-41. 


COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION OF 
THE JURY SYSTEM 


MACHINE READABLE QUALIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE 


The Conference authorized the District Court for the District of 
New Mexico to use a machine readable form of the juror qualification 
questionnaire previously approved by the Conference under 28 U.S.C. 
1869(h). 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC TERRITORIES 


SERVICE OF ARTICLE Ill JUDGES ON COURTS OF 
MICRONESIA, MARSHALL ISLANDS, AND PALAU 


With the gradual termination of the trust known as Trust 
Territories of .he Pacific Islands, the United States has entered into 
compacts of free association with the governments of the Federal States 
of Micronesia, the Marshall Islands, and Republic of Palau. The three 
compact states do not have enough full-time judges to staff their entire 
court structure. in order to permit Ninth Circuit judges to sit by 
designation on such courts, as was done when the islands were 
administered by the United States under ihe Trust Territory Government, 
the Conference agreed to the following resolution: 


RESOLVED, that the Conference endorses enactment by the 
Congress of the United States of legislation which would permit 
judges of the Ninth Circuit, with the permission of the Chief 
Judge of the Circuit, to serve on the courts of the Federated 
States of Micronesia, the Marshall Islands, and the Republic of 
Palau, if so requested by an authorized official of the compact 
State. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL 
OF THE CONSTITUTION 


The Committee on the Bicentennial of the Constitution reported 
on its participation in the Bicentennial effort. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON SENTENCING GUIDELINES 
SENTENCING GUIDELINES 


The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 (Title il of the 
Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984, Public Law 98-473) created 
a determinate sentencing system and a United States Sentencing 
Commission to monitor it. The Sentencing Commission is charged with 
drafting sentencing guidelines which, if not disapproved by Congress, 
will control the exercise of sentencing discretion in the federal courts. 
The guidelines must be submitted to Congress by April 16, 1987, and 
absent further Congressional action, guideline sentencing will 
commence November 1, 1987. 


In September, 1986, the Sentencing Commission published for 
comment draft guidelines and policy statements. At its last session 
(Conf. Rpt., p. 93), the Conference authorized the chief judge of each 
Circuit to designate a Circuit judge and a district judge to participate at 
government expense in a series of regional Commission hearings on the 
draft. Many of the witnesses, including the federal judiciary 
representatives, were highly critical of the proposed guidelines and 
policy statements. in February, 1987, the Sentencing Commission 
circulated a second drait of tentative guidelines. The Criminal Law and 
Probation Committees, as well as the Ad Hoc Committee on Sentencing 
Guidelines, reviewed this second draft at their most recent meetings. As 
noted, the final guidelines will be promulgated in April. 


If the Conference wishes to express views to the Congress on 
the final guidelines, it will be important to do so prior to the next session 
of the Conference in September. The Conference authorized the Ad 
Hoc Committee, in consultation with the Committees on the 
Administration of the Criminal Law and the Probation System, to 
recommend Conference positions, as appropriate, to the Executive 
Committee following promulgation of the sentencing guidelines. The Ad 
Hoc Committee was also asked to recommend whether, in light of 
substantial judicial branch opposition to the guidelines, the Judicial 


Comerence should recommend repeal of the statute creating the 
Sentencing Commission and requiring sentencing guidelines. 


COMPREHENSIVE CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1984 


In order to prevent unnecessary difficulties in the transition from 
the old sentencing system to the new system under the Sentencing 
Reform Act, the Sentencing Commission submitted legislation to the 
Congress that would make the applicability of the Act dependent upon 
the date of commission of an offense rather than on the date an offender 
is convicted. The Conference voted to endorse that legislative initiative. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON ELECTRONIC 
SOUND RECORDING 


The Ad Hoc Committee on Electronic Sound Recording reported 
on the progress of the electronic sound recording program during the 
calendar year 1986. The Conference approved the report and 
discharged the Committee, vesting in the Administrative Office the 
responsibility for any further implementation of the program and periodic 
evaluation for Conference review. 


COMMITTEE TO STUDY THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 


The Chief Justice orally briefed the Conference on the activities 
of the Committee to Study the Judicial Conference. The Committee 
plans to presemt comprehensive recommendations at the September, 
1987 Conference session. 


PROCEEDINGS UNDER JUDICIAL CONDUCT AND 
DISABILITY ACT 


The Conference voted to authorize the Chief Justice to execute 
and issue to the Speaker of the House of Representatives a certificate 


providing as follows: 
CERTIFICATE 


TO THE SPEAKER, UNITED STATES HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES: 
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. On September 2, 1986, the Judicial Council of the 


2. The Judicial Conference has exercised its authority 
under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(8) to consider the certificate of the 
Judicial Council of the Eleventh Circuit. In so doing, the Judicial 
Comerence had before it the certificate of the Judicial Council of 
the Eleventh Circuit, filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(7)(B), the 
Report of the investigating Committee appointed by the Chief 
Judge of the Eleventh Circuit pursuam to 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(4)(A), 


3. The Judicial Conference considers no additional 
investigation by it to be appropriate. 


4. The Judicial Conference concurs in the determination 
of the Judicial Council of the Eleventh Circuit that consideration 


of impeachment may be warranted. 
MEMORIAL RESOLUTION 


Noting the death of Judge Walter Roe Mansfield, the 
Conference adopted the following resolution: 


tt is with sadness that the United States Judicial 
Conference notes the death of Judge Walter Roe Mansfield on 
January 7, 1987, while he was vacationing in New Zeaiand. 
During his five years on the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of New York and his fifteen years on the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, Judge Mansfield 
was admired by bench and bar alike. He maintained a 


reputation for humanity, scholarship, and integrity second to 
none. 


Southern Disirict of New York, in 1966; in 1971, he was elevated 
to the Court of Appeals. in 1981, Judge Mansfield took senior 
status, though he continued to serve the court in virtually a fully 
active Capacity until his death. 


Judge Mansfield also had a long history of service to the 
Judicial Conference, as well as to his own courts. He was a 
member of the Advisory Committee on Criminal Rules from 1969 
to 1971 and the Advisory Committee on Civil Rules from 1971 to 
1984, serving as Chairman of the latter committee from 1978 to 
1984. Thereafter, he was appointed to the Standing Committee 
on Rules of Practice and Procedure. He was also a member of 
the Ad Hoc Committee on the Media Petition from 1983 to 1984, 


dealing with the issue of “cameras in the courtroom.” In 1984, 


of the judicial system and the practice of law. 


The members of the Judicial Conference convey their 
sympathy to his widow, Elizabeth “Tina” Mansfield, his children, 
Matthew, Trina and Peter Rient, his stepchildren, Daniel, Kristin 
and Lisa, and his nine grandchildren, and ask that this 
Resolution be sent to them as a mark of our profound respect 
and high esteem. 


RESOLUTION 


Noting the scheduled retirement of A. Leo Levin, Director of the 
Federal Judicial Center, the Conference adopted the following 
resolution: 


WHEREAS: A. Leo Levin has announced his retirement as 
Director of the Federal Judicial Center in July of 1987; and 


WHEREAS: as the fourth director of the Center, succeeding 
Justice Tom C. Clark, Judge Alfred P. Murrah, and Judge Walter E. 
Hoffman, he served as director during more than half the Center's life; 
and 


WHEREAS: Professor Levin brought to the Center a rich 
understanding of the federal courts and judicial process, drawn not only 
from his career as one of the country’s leading teachers of civil 
procedure, but drawn also from his service as Executive Director of the 
Commission on Revision of the Federal Court Appellate System, and, 
later, as Coordinator of what has come to be known as the Pound 
Revisited Conference; and 


WHEREAS: Professor Levin provided exceptional leadership of 
the Federal Judicial Center during a period of unprecedented growth in 
the federal judicial system, while the Center's services to federal judges 
and their staffs increased dramatically in quantity, quality, and diversity, 
although the resources available to the Center grew only slightly: 


Therefore, be it RESOLVED, That the Judicial Conference of the 
United States hereby extends sincere appreciation and best wishes to 
Professor A. Leo Levin and Mrs. Levin as they return to the University cf 
Pennsylvania, with the hope and expectation that they will both maintain 
their association with the federal judiciary in the years to come. 


ELECTIONS 


The Conference affirmed the Executive Committee's elections to 
membership on the Board of the Federal Judicial Center of Judge Alvin 
Rubin of the Fifth Circuit (to fill the unexpired term of Judge Arlin Adams, 
whose term would have expired March 28, 1989) and of Judge Anthony 


Kennedy of the Ninth Circuit (for a term of four years to succeed Judge 
Daniel Friedman, whose term expires on March 28, 1987). The 
Conference also elected Judge William C. O’Kelley of the Northem 
District of Georgia to membership on the Judicial Center Board to fill the 
unexpired tearm of Judge Howard Bratton and an additional term of four 
years to commence March 28, 1987. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 
The Conterence authorized the immediate release of matters 


considered at this session where necessary for legisiative or 
administrative action. 
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BLANG PAGE 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 


September 21, 1987 
The Judicial Conference of the United States convened on 
September 21, 1987, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United 
States issued under 28 U.S.C. 331. The Chief Justice presided and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 
First Circuit: 
Chief Judge Levin H. Campbell 
Chiet Judge Juan M. Perez-Gimenez, District of 
Puerto Rico 
Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg 
Chief Judge John T. Curtin, Western District of 
New York 
Third Circuit: 
Chief Judge John J. Gibbons 
Chief Judge William J. Nealon, Jr., Middle District of 
Pennsylvania 
Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter 
Judge Frank A. Kaufman, District of Maryland 


Fifth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Charles Clark 


Chief Judge L. T. Senter, Jr., Northern District of 
Mississippi 
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Sixth Circuit: 


Chiet Judge Pierce Lively 
Chiet Judge Philip Pratt, Eastern District of 
Michigan 


Seventh Circult: 


Chief Judge William J. Bauer 
Judge Frank J. McGarr, Northern District of Illinois 


Eighth Circut: 
Chief Judge Donald P. Lay 
Chief Judge John F. Nangle, Easter District of 
Missouri 


Ninth Circuit: 


Chief Judge James R. Browning 
Chief Judge Robert F. Peckham, Northern District of 
Calitornia 


Tenth Circuit: 


Chief Judge William J. Holloway 
Chief Judge Sherman G. Finesilver, District of Colorado 


Eleventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Paul H. Roney 
Chief Judge Sam C. Pointer, Jr., Northern District of 
Alabama 


District of Columbia Circuit: 
Chief Judge Patricia M. Wald 


Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., District of 
Columbia 


Federal Circuit: 
Chiet Judge Howard T. Markey 
Court of International Trade: 


Chiet Judge Edward D. Re 


Circuit Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat; Senior Circuit Judges John D. 
Butzner, Jr. and Clement F. Haynsworth, Jr.; District Judges Louis C. 
Bechtle, Barbara B. Crabb and Morey L. Sear; Senior District Judge 
Elmo B. Hunter; and Circuit Executive James A. Higgins attended all or 
some of the sessions of the Conference. 


Congressman Neal Smith, Chairman of the House Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, State, the Judiciary and Related 
Agencies, and Congressman Hamilton Fish, ranking minority member of 
the House Judiciary Committee, attended the Conference briefly and 
spoke on matters pending in the Congress of interest to the judiciary. The 
Attorney General of the United States, Honorable Edwin Meese Ill, 
Solicitor General Charles Fried, and Stanley Morris, Director of the United 
States Marshals Service, addressed the Conference on matters of mutual 
interest to the Department of Justice and the Conference. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, attended the sessions of the Conference, as did 
James E. Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director; Karen K. Siegel, Special Assistant 
to the Deputy Director; William R. Burchill, Jr., General Counsel; Robert E. 
Feidler, Legislative and Public Affairs Officer; and David A. Sellers, Public 
Information Officer. John C. Godbold, Charles W. Nihan, and Russell R. 
Wheeler, Director, Deputy Director, and Director of the Special Educa- 
tional Services Division, respectively, of the Federal Judicial Center, also 
attended the sessions of the Conference. Noel Augustyn, Administrative 
Assistant to the Chief Justice, and Richard Schickele, Staff Counsel to the 
United States Supreme Court, were also present. 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Judge John C. 
Godbold, presented a report on the activities of the Center. 
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REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


Th. Director of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, L. Ralph Mecham, submitted to the Conference the Annual Report 
of the Director for the year ended June 30, 1987. The Conference 
authorized the Director to release the Annual Report immediately in 
preliminary form and to revise and supplement the final printed edition. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 


Mr. Mecham reported that during the year ended June 30, 1987, 
the number of cases appealed to the 12 regional courts of appeals rose 
almost three percent to 35,176 due to increases of criminal and private 
civil appeals. Dispositions, while increasing by two percent, still did not 
reach the level of filings, so pending cases increased by three percent to 
26,008 on June 30, 1987. Filings in the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit rose 16 percent to 1,351 due primarily to increases 
in Merit Systems Protection Board appeals. Dispositions declined 19 
percent, but still outnumbered filings. As a consequence, the pending 
caseload fell 24 percent during the year, to 699. 


In the United States district courts, the number of civil filings 
dropped for the second consecutive year. The six percent decline, which 
reflected a level of 238,982 new civil cases, was centered in cases 
involving the United States government. The largest decreases were in 
social security disability cases and recovery of overpayments of veterans’ 
benefits and defaulted student loans. The number of civil cases disposed 
of almost equaled filings this year, resulting in an increase in the pending 
caseload of less than one-half of one percent. On June 30, 1987, there 
were 243,159 civil cases pending in the district courts. 


Criminal case filings, on the other hand, continued the increase 
begun in 1981 with a four percent increase. Case filings rose to 43,292, 
which is an average of 75 new criminal cases for each district court 
judgeship. Although criminal case terminations increased over seven 
percent this year, they did not keep pace with filings and the pending 
caseload increased four percent to 25,458 on June 30, 1987. 


Bankruptcy patitions filed increased over 17 percent to 561,278. 
This is substantially less than last year’s 31 percent increase because 
nonbusiness filings rose only 18 percent, half of last year’s rate. Business 
filings increased 16 percent, a slightly higher rate than a year ago. 
Terminations increased over 34 percent, but fell short of filings by almost 
80,000 petitions. On June 30, 1987, the pending bankruptcy caseload 
increased 11 percent over the previous year, to 808,504. 


Mr. Mecham also reported that as of September 21, 1987, there 
were 11 vacancies among the 168 judgeship positions authorized for the 
United States courts of appeals, 47 vacancies among the 575 authorized 
judgeship positions in the United States district courts, and one vacancy 
on the United States Court of International Trade. 


JUDICIAL PANEL ON 
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation reported that during 
the year ended June 30, 1987, the Panel centralized 900 civil actions 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1407. Of that number, 459 were transferred for 
coordinated or consolidateo pretrial proceedings with 441 actions origi- 
nally tiled in the transferee districts. The Panel denied transfer of 50 
actions. 


Since its creation in 1968, the Panel has transferred 15,926 civil 
actions for centralized pretrial proceedings in carrying out its statutory 
responsibilities. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


The Executive Committee of the Judicial Conference reported 
that, since the last formal session of the Conference in March, 1987, the 
Executive Committee had addressed the following matters on the Conter- 
ence’s behalf: 


BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATOR PROGRAM 


The Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family 
Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-554), which provided for 
the expansion of the United States trustee program nationwide, excepted 
the judicial districts in Alabama and North Carolina from the program for a 
period of up to six years. The legislation specified that those districts 


would be served by a “person . . . appointed under regulations issued by 
the Judicial Conference to administer estates in cases under title 11.” 
Public Law 99-554, § 302(d)(3)(I). 


In order to ensure that the bankruptcy administrator program 
would be operational on a timely basis, the Executive Committee ap- 
proved interim regulations governing the establishment, duties and 
functions of the bankruptcy administrators in the six districts covered by 
the bankruptcy administrator program; interim regulations governing the 
selection and appointment of bankruptcy administrators in those districts; 
and transition regulations governing the selection and appointment of 
bankruptcy administrators. See also “Bankruptcy Administrator Interim 
Regulations”, infra p. 81. 


INTERNATIONAL APPELLATE JUDGES CONFERENCE 


The Executive Committee voted to approve in principle the 
sponsorship of an International Appellate Judges Conference. Subject to 
the availability of adequate financing, the Conference will be held in 
Washington, D.C. in 1989 or 1990. See "Ad Hoc Committee on the 
International Appellate Judges Conference of 1989/90", infra p. 100. 


UPGRADE OF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE POSITIONS 


in order to attract and recruit quality personnel from within the 
judiciary and from other areas for key senior positions in the Administrative 
Office, the Executive Committee approved a proposal of the Director of 
the Administrative Office to elevate six existing positions in the Administra- 
tive Office from GS-18 to Level V of the Executive Schedule, and the 
Deputy Director from Level V to Level IV. Should Congress fail to approve 
that proposal, the Executive Committee approved an alternative recom- 
mendation for the creation of six additional “supergrade” (GS-16 to GS-18) 
positions in the agency. 


SENTENCING GUIDELINES 


At its March 1987 session (Conf. Rpt., pp. 40-41), the Judicial 
Conference directed the Ad Hoc Committee on Sentencing Guidelines to 
review the guidelines and policy statements which the Sentencing Com- 
mission subsequently filed with the Congress on April 13, 1987 and 
amended on May 1, 1987. On July 8, 1987, the Executive Committee 
considered the report and recommendations submitted by the Ad Hoc 
Committee. 


mixed reaction of judges to the substance of the 

courts may be asked to rule on their con- 

ive Committee declined to take a position on the 

substance of the guidelines, but reaffirmed the Conference's March 1987 

endorsement (Conf. Rpt., p. 41) of legislation to make application of the 

guidelines turn on the date an offense is committed rather than the date of 
conviction. 


The sentencing guidelines become effective on November 1, 
1987, unless Congress takes action to modify them, recommit them to the 
Commission for revision, or enact legislation delaying their effective date. 
In September, 1986 (Conf. Rpt., p. 94), the Judicial Conference recom- 
mended that Congress extend the effective date of guidelines implementa- 
tion for six months. With the submission of the guidelines on April 13, 
1987, the Sentencing Commission requesied that Congress delay 
implementation for nine months. The Executive Committee voted to 
endorse the Commission's suggestion for a nine-month delay, but con- 
cluded that an additional three months’ delay would be beneficial and 
would allow the judiciary to proceed with implementation more effectively. 
Among the areas of concern identified by the Executive Committee that 
must be addressed are: (1) training of probation officers, which will be a 
major undertaking; (2) extensive training of district judges in guideline 
scoring; (3) field testing to ensure that there is not significant divergence in 
guidelines scoring by probation officers and judges; (4) vast increases in 
caseloads of the courts of appeals; (5) a way to insure that the courts of 
appeals get transcripts in non-Criminal Justice Act cases; and (6) the 
ability of the Bureau of Prisons to acquire and equip new facilities to deal 
with an increase in prison population. 


The Congress has directed the Sentencing Commission to review 
and, where advisable, revise the guidelines. To assist in this endeavor, 
the Judicial Conference is required to provide, at least annually, a written 
report containing comments on the operation of the guidelines and 
suggesting needed changes. 28 U.S.C. 994(0). The Executive Commit- 
tee determined that the appropnate committee of the Conference should 
monitor the operation and effect of the guidelines, prepare the reports 
required of the Judicial Conference by section 994(0), and recommend 
requests to Congress for the resources necessary to implement the 
guidelines. 


The Conference in plenary session reaffirmed the Executive 
Committee's July 8, 1987, recommendations on sentencing guidelines. 


COLA TAX EQUITY 


Employees of the executive branch in Alaska, Hawaii and the 
territories of the United States have long received cost-of-living allow- 
ances (COLAs) to compensate them for the increased local cost-of-living. 
These COLAs are specifically free from federal income taxation under 
section 912(2) of the Internal Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. 912(2). Although 
the judicial branch has since at least the 1940s paid COLAs to its employ- 
ees at these locations, and has treated these COLAs as tax exempt, 
section 912(2) does not by its terms apply to the judiciary. In 1984, an 
individual in Hawaii formally complained to the internal Revenue Service 
about the judiciary’s failure to collect taxes on § OLAS and in April, 
1987, the IRS concluded that the COLAs received by judicial branch 
employees cannot, as a matter of law, be excluded from gross income 
under existing law. Implementation of the ruling was delayed until October 
12, 1987. 


The Executive Committee concurred in an Administrative Office 
recommendation that legislation be sought, as soon as possible, to obtain 
COLA tax equity for employees of the judicial branch stationed outside the 
continental United States. 


USE OF OVERNIGHT MAIL FOR 
PAYCHECK DISTRIBUTION 


In September, 1986 (Conf. Rpt., p. 65), as a “"Gramm-Rudman- 
Hollings” (Public Law 99-177) cost reduction measure, the Judicial 
Conterence restricted the use of overnight mail to those items for which 
delivery within 24 hours is essential. The Executive Committee agreed to 
permit the use of overnight mail as needed to make timely distribution of 
paychecks to locations most apt to experience delay. The Executive 
Committee also noted with approval the Director's efforts to encourage all 
employees to avail themselves of the electronic transfer of funds (that is, 
direct deposit in the bank), thus reducing the need to issue checks to 
employees. 


SPECIAL BUDGET COMMITTEE REPORT 


The Executive Committee approved the Budget Committee's 
recommendation that the last category to be cut in the event of Congres- 
sional reductions in the judiciary’s request for appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1989 should be personnel. 


COMMITTEE TO STUDY 
THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 


In December, 1986, the Chief Justice appointed a nine-member 
Committee to study the operation of the Judicial Conference and its 
committees. After canvassing the views of judges throughout the country, 
the Committee concluded that the Conference and its committee structure 
were fundamentally sound, but that structural and procedural revisions 
were necessary to enable the Conference (1) to operate more ex- 
peditiously by strengthening the authority of the Executive Committee to 
deal with internal and external Conference business; (2) to allow the Chief 
Justice to delegate some of his Conferer<9 duties to another Conference 
member; (3) to enable the committee structure to deal with budget and 
resource allocation matters more effectively; (4) to improve communica- 
tions among the Conference, its committees, the courts, the judges, 
supporting personnel, and the Administrative Office; and (5) to ensure 
greater knowledge of, and allow greater participation in, the activities of 
the Conference and its committees by personnel throughout the judicial 
system. 


Among the Committee’s specific recommendations approved by 
the Judicial Conference were the following: 


(1) CONFERENCE GOVERNANCE AND OPERATIONS: The 
Conterence's Executive Committee will be strengthened, to provide the 
Conference with an entity capable of implementing its policies between 
sessions. The newly-constituted Executive Committee will consist of a 
chairman and six members (three circuit judges and three district judges), 
all appointed by the Chief Justice from the Conference membership. The 
chairman will act as temporary chairman of the Conference at the discre- 
tion of the Chief Justice, and can call meetings of and preside over the 
Executive Committee. The Executive Committee will be the senior 
executive arm of the Conference (subject at all times, however, to the 
authority of the Chief Justice and the Conference itself), and is authorizea 
and directed to act on behalf of the Conference as to any matter requiring 
emergency action; to review the reports and recommendations of Confer- 
ence committees and structure a Conference agenda consisting of a 
consent and a discussion calendar; to publish procedures for assembling 
Conference and committee agendas so that interested persons will know 
how to get matters before the Conference and its committees; to review 
the jurisdiction of each committee and resolve jurisdictional disputes 
among committees; to make recommendations with respect to needs of 


the judiciary that should be addressed or planned for; and to establish a 
legislative liaison group to monitor the legislative situation and maintain 
improved judicial/legisiative relations. 


The Conference will continue to meet twice a year, and circuit 
executives may attend Conference sessions if their respective chief 
judges desire them to do so. A list of the membership, their terms of 
office, and the jurisdiction of all Conference committees will be distributed 
annually to all judicial officers and key supporting personnel. Conference 
members, committee chairmen, the Administrative Office, and circuit 
executives (insofar as their circuit council-assigned duties require it) will 
serve as a two-way communications link between the Conference and its 
committees on the one hand, and judges and support personnel on the 
other. Members of each committee will be designated as liaison to one or 
more circuits; personnel in those circuits can express concems or criti- 
cisms to their circuit liaison judges. 


The Administrative Office will retain primary responsibility for 
informing judges and supporting personnel of Conference actions. The 
agency is to stay abreast of the work and agendas of all Conference 
committees and provide information to affected courts, judges, and, if 
requested by the respective circuit councils, circuit executives. When the 
Administrative Office recommends to a committee that a request submit- 
ted by a judge or court be rejected, the committee chairman should 
consider directing that the judge or court be notified in sufficient time to 
submit responsive material; similarly, when a committee votes to reject the 
request of a judge or court, the chairman should consider notifying the 


requestor promptly. 


(2) JUDICIAL CONFERENCE COMMITTEES: The Chief Justice 
retains all appointment authority, assisted by an advisory committee on 
committee appointments. The Conference’s current eighteen-committee 
structure is revised. Thirteen committees are continued, five (Court 
Administration, Criminal Law, Probation, Jury System, and Sentencing 
Guidelines) are dissolved, and seven new committees (Administrative 
Office, Federal-State Jurisdiction, Judicial Improvements, Judicial 
Resources, Space and Facilities, Court Security, and Criminal Law & 
Probation Administration) are created. The new committee structure is set 
out below: 


CURRENT STRUCTURE 


(committee dissolved) 


16. 


17. 
18. 


PROPOSED STRUCTURE 


new committee 


GENERAL GOVERNANCE, LIAISON* 


Executive 1. 


Judicial Branch 


2. 
3. 
4 


Executive, w/legisiative 
liaison group 

Judicial Branch 

Administrative Office 

Federal-State Jurisdiction 


DETERMINING, ALLOCATING RESOURCES 


Budget 5. Budget 
(Court Administration) 6. Judicial improvements 
7. Judicial Resources 
Intercircuit 8. Intercircuit Assignments 
Assignments 9. Space and Facilities 
10. Court Security 
PROGRAM AREAS 


Criminal Justice Act 11. 


Defender Services (new name) 


(Criminal Law) 12. Criminal Law & Proba- 
(Probation) tion Administration 
Administration of the 13. Administration of the 
Bankruptcy System Bankruptcy System 
Magistrates 14. Magistrates 
Rules of Practice 15. Rules of Practice and 
and Procedure Procedure 
(Jury System) 
CONDUCT AND ETHICS 

Codes of Conduct 16. Codes of Conduct 
Judicial Ethics 17. Judicial Ethics 
Conduct and Dis- 18. Conduct and Disability 

ability Orders Orders 

OTHER 

Constitutional 19. Constitutional 

Bicentennial Bicentennial 
Pacific Territories 20. Pacific Territories 


(Sentencing Guidelines) 


*This classification of committees is simply to aid analysis. 
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Every five years, each committee must recommend to the Executive 
Committee, with a justification for the recommendation, either that the 
committee be maintained or that it be abolished. 


All active and senior federal judges will be eligible for membership 
on any Conference committee, except that the Executive Committee is 
restricted to Judicial Conference members; committees may recommend 
to the Chief Justice the addition of bankruptcy judges, magistrates, or 
others, as reguiar committee members. Subject to the pleasure of the 
Chief Justice, no judge serving on a Conference committee, or on the 
Federal Judicial Center Board or the Multidistrict Litigation Panel, may at 
the same time serve on another committee, except the Executive Commit- 
tee or ad hoc committees. Committee function and responsibility should 
determine the participation and ratio of circuit and district judges, and 
others, on a particular committee (subject, in the final analysis, to the 
discretion of the Chief Justice) and, as a general proposition, committees 
should represent the diversity (i.e., sex, race, age, ethnicity, experience, 
etc.) of the federal judiciary. Chairmen and committee members will serve 
three-year terms (staggered to avoid substantial turnover at one time), 
with an opportunity for one additional three-year term. In exceptional 
cases, committee chairmen may be appointed for additional terms. 


Administrative Office and/or Federal Judicial Center personnel will 
continue to staff the Conference and its committees according to the 
wishes of committee chairmen. This arrangement continues the Ad- 
ministrative Office’s Conference secretariat function; reflects the Center's 
Statutory mandate to provide staff, research, and planning assistance to 
the Conference and its committees; and recognizes that both agencies 
provide complementary types of support to the Conference. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 


SALARIES OF BANKRUPTCY JUDGES AND 
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATES 


At its March 1983 session (Conf. Rpt., pp. 9-10), the Judicial 
Conference voted to seek legislation to authorize the Director of the 
Administrative Office to fix the salaries of bankruptcy judges, United 
States magistrates, and other supporting judicial officers, subject to the 
supervision and direction of the Judicial Conference, at salaries not to 
exceed Level Ii of the Executive Schedule. The salary of district judges is 
currently pegged at the Level Il amount of $89,500. Observing that the 


most recem increases in executive, legisiative, and judicial salaries 
resulted in increases of less than three percent for bankruptcy judges and 
magistrates, the Conference in March, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 31) endorsed 
“an immediate resolution of the problem through Congressional enactment 
of pay increases” for these judicial officers. The Conference also re- 
quested the Committee to review the salary ceiling element in the 1983 
proposal. 


S. 696, 100th Congress, would establish a linkage of 92 percent in 
the relative salaries of bankruptcy judges and magistrates with the salary 
of district judges. On the recommendation of its Court Administration, 
Magistrates, and Bankruptcy Committees, the Conference agreed to 
modily its March 1983 resolution, which recommended a ceiling of 
Executive Level Il for bankruptcy judges and magistrates, by substituting a 
ceiling of 92 percent of a district court judge's salary. 


The Conference also voted to recommend that 28 U.S.C. 332(f) 
be amended to increase the salaries of circuit executives not to exceed 
the annual rate of Level IV of the Executive Schedule pay rates. and to 
recommend that 28 U.S.C. 603 and 626 be amended to raise to the 
Executive Level IV rate the salaries of the Deputy Directors of the Ad- 
ministrative Office and the Federal Judicial Center. See also "Upgrade of 
Administrative Office Positions”, supra p. 54. 


RETIREMENT AND RECA’ _ OF JUDICIAL OFFICERS 


At its March 1987 session (Conf. Rpt. p. 11), the Judicial Confer- 
ence reaffirmed support, with minor modifications, for a 1982 Conference 
proposal (March 1982 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 17-18) to establish a 
retirememt system for fixed-term judicial officers Referred to as the 
"14-year" retirement plan because it would provide these officers with a 
full annuity equal to the salary of office after 14 years of service, the 
proposal has been introduced by Congressman Kastenmeier as H.R. 
2586, 100th Congress. 


After being advised of an unintended side-effect contained in the 
14-year retirement bill (whereby a judicial officer could not orily receive the 
full 14-year retirement benefit but also a portion of the retirement benefit 
under the new Federal Employees’ Retirement System (FERS) based 
upon the same years of service), the Conference directed the Administra- 
tive Office to work with the Congress in fashioning the most appropriate 
method of eliminating this partial double benefit. 
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QUALIFICATION STANDARDS FOR 
PROBATION AND PRETRIAL SERVICES 
OFFICERS AND ASSISTANTS 


The Conference approved revised position descriptions and 
qualification requirements for probation and pretrial services personnel 
under FERS, incorporating standards approved in March, 1987 (Conf. 
Rpt., pp. 26-27). 


LAW CLERK SALARIES 


At its March 1987 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 8), the Judicial Confer- 
ence noted that, in some areas of the country, top law school graduates 
are being offered salaries far beyond those of the federal government. In 
order to reduce this disparity and subject to the availability of funds, the 
Conference voted to remove the present JSP-11 and JSP-12 salaries for 
law clerks and legal assistants from the graded Judiciary Salary Plan 
schedule, and to pay new appointees to these positions $33,000 and 
$36,500, respectively (subject automatically to any future comparability 
increases). 


It was the view of the Committee that the March 1987 action, 
when implemented, would adversely affect other court-employed attor- 
neys. As approved, it proposed no change in the salaries of JSP-9 law 
clerks (currently paid $22,458) or of career law clerks, who may be 
promoted to JSP-13 (currently $38,727) only after four years of experience 
as law clerk to a federal judge, including three at the JSP-12 level 
(September 1985 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 48). Nor does the resolution 
cover staff attorneys or pro se law clerks. 


The Conference approved the Committee's recommendation to 
extend the ungraded salary system to grade JSP-9 law clerks by voting to 
remove the present JSP-9 salaries for law clerks to judicial officers from 
the graded JSP salary schedule, with the qualification criteria of the 
position to remain unchanged. New appointees would be paid the 
ungraded maximum rate of $25,400, subject automatically to any future 
comparability increases and subject also to the availability of funds. The 
Conterence also amended its September 1985 resolution on career law 
clerks (Conf. Rpt., p. 48) to eliminate the three-year service requirement; 
career law clerks may be promoted to grade JSP-13 after one year of 
service at the next lower salary level and, upon the recommendation of the 


appointing judge, to grade JSP-14 (currently $45,763) after one year of 
service in grade JSP-13. Finally, the Conference agreed to extend the 
ungraded salary system to staff attorneys and pro se law clerks, whose 
qualitication criteria are identical to those of “elbow” law clerks. 


Since implementation of the ungraded system has been ap- 
proved subject to the availability of funds, the system will be funded in the 
fiscal year 1989 only to the extent that these increases are included in the 
fiscal year 1989 budget for this purpose. 


The Committee reported that in order to adopt a common frame of 
reference and to limit administrative contusion in dealing with the un- 
graded salary levels, the Committee also (1) approved a change in the 
official title of a magistrate’s “legal assistant” to “law clerk", since “legal 
assistants” and “law clerks" perform the same duties and operate under 
the same salary and qualifications standards; and (2) agreed that, upon 
implementation of the ungraded system, the former grade 9, 11, and 12 
law clerks shall be referred to as “level |", “level Il", and “level Ill" law 
Clerks, respectively. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON COURT REPORTERS 


In March, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 10), the Judicial Conference 
adopted findings and conclusions of the Ad Hoc Committee on Court 
Reponers, and directed the Ad Hoc Committee “to continue to monitor the 
Situation and propose appropriate management reforms until discharged 
by the Judicial Conference.” The Conference approved a report and 
proposals submitted by the Ad Hoc Committee which, as amended (1) 
change the Judiciary Salary Plan title of “court reporter coordinator” to 
“court reporting supervisor"; (2) recommend that 28 U.S.C. 636(c)(7) be 
amended to give a magistrate the sole power to determine the method by 
which the record will be taken; (3) require court reporters to keep their 
financial, attendance, and transcript records on standardized forms 
developed and provided by the Administrative Office; (4) provide that 
circuit councils oversee the implementation of and compliance with court 
reporter management plans of the district courts; and (5) require a court 
that places some of its reporters on a regular tour of duty to place all 
reporters in the same location on a regular tour of duty although courts 
may, for good and sufficient reasons when approved by their judicial 
councils, exempt any reporters on staff at the time of adoption of this 


policy. 


The Committee reported that it had requested the Federal Judicial 
Center, in collaboration with the Administrative Office, to develop produc- 
tivity standards for production of official transcript against which district 
courts can measure the transcript preparation competence of their court 
reporters. 


TRANSCRIPT FEES 


In September, 1986 (Conf. Rpt., p. 61), the Judicial Conference 
approved the following “temporary” increases in maximum allowable 
transcript rates, “provided that these maximum rates will not apply to any 
transcripts paid for by the government, to include payments under the 
Criminal Justice Act, as long as “Gramm-Rudman-Hollings” (Public Law 
99-177) is in effect”: 


Maximum Transcript Rates 


Each Add’! 
First Copy to Copy to the 
Original EachParty Same Party 


Ordinary $3.00 $ .75 $ 50 
Expedited $4.00 $ .75 $ 50 
Daily $5.00 $1.00 $ .75 
Hourly $6.00 $1.00 $ .75 


The Conference voted to strike “temporary” from the September, 
1986 resolution on court reporters’ transcript rates. 


QUALIFICATION STANDARDS FOR SECRETARIES 


Under the Judiciary Salary Plan, in order to attain the position of 
secretary to a federal judge, JSP-11, an individual must have served “four 
years as a secretary in a federal court, three of which must be at the 
JSP-10 level” (see March 1984 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 10-11; September 
1985 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 48-49). Observing that these lengthened 
and restrictive requirements are deviations from the JSP and from execu- 
tive branch practices, the Committee recommended that the JSP be 
amended to replace the language quoted above with “one year of legal 
secretarial experience at the JSP-10 or equivalent level” in the qualifica- 
tion standards for principal secretaries to federal judges. The Conference 
approved the amendment. 


The Conference also agreed to increase the salary of the principal 
secretary to a chief judge of a circuit to JSP-12, after three years as 
secretary to a circuit chief judge and upon a showing of exceptional 
circuit-wide responsibilities. 


CLASSIFICATION OF SUPPORTING PERSONNEL 


The Conference approved the reclassification of (1) secretaries to 
senior staff attorneys at the JSP-9 level and of other secretaries in the 
senior staff attorneys’ offices at JSP-7; (2) court recorder operator posi- 
tions at the JSP-8 level, subject to the duties assigned; (3) positions in 
clerks’ offices performing full-range intake duties at the JSP-8 level; and 
(4) clerical positions in probation and pretrial services offices from level 
JSP-6 to JSP-7. 


EMPLOYEE ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 


Public Laws 91-616, 92-255, and 93-282 provide fur the estab- 
lishment of alcohol and drug abuse programs for federal employees. See 
also Public Law 79-658, which authorizes heads of agencies to establish 
health service programs “to promote and maintain the physical and mental 
fitness” of employees. Such Employee Assistance Programs (EAPs) 
provide at relatively low costs the services of psychologists or sociologists 
and make referrals to appropriate medical, legal, and other personnel who 
may not readily be available to employees and supervisors. An EAP 
established in the Administrative Office was able to provide assistance to 
12 employees during a six-month period, with positive results. 


The Conference voted to endorse the establishment and funding 
of Employee Assistance Programs at the local level. 


AUTOMATION 


The Committee on Court Administration reported on the progress 
of the various automation projects for the courts, on office automationdata 
communications, on computer-assisted legal research (CALR), and on 
automation personnel. 


At its last session (Conf. Rpt., p. 21), the Conference was advised 
that the Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements, recognizing that the 
Bankruptcy Court Automation Project (BANCAP) will be of inestimable 
value to the overburdened bankruptcy courts, had requested the Federal 


Judicial Center to focus its development resources to ensure that 
BANCAP is completed according to the schedule set out in the Five-Year 
Pian for Automation in the United States Courts (1987 Update). In so 
doing, the Subcommittee recognized that this could require other 
bankruptcy automation efforts, including Judicial Center support for a 
Department of Justice-managed demonstration project (see Public Law 
99-554, the Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family 
Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986), and any modification of BANCAP to 
Satisfy U.S. Trustee needs, to be deferred indefinitely. However, on 
reconsideration, the Subcommittee determined that development of an 
information system as envisioned by Public Law 99-554 which uses 
BANCAP as a base would be more cost-efficient than two separate 
development tracks. Accordingly, the Subcommittee endorsed a more 
cooperative approach with the United States Trustees’ development 
efforts. The Subcommittee also approved a series of Administrative Office 
recommendations for accelerated BANCAP implementation, including 
establishment of a BANCAP training and support center in the Western 
District of Texas; establishment of BANCAP consolidated processing 
centers whereby one bankruptcy court with hardware provides BANCAP 
services to other courts; and increasing the number of BANCAP installa- 
tions in the fiscal years 1988 and 1989. 


The Committee also approved the acceleration of installation of 
Office automation and data communications, voting to request that the 
judiciary seek funds for implementation of office automation activities over 
a three-year period, rather than a five-year period as previously 
contemplated. 


The Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements reported that it had 
approved the expansion of CALR to all one-judge sites and had directed 
the Administrative Office to explore the possibility of installing additional 
convenience terminals at locations with heavy CALR usage. 


On the recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conter- 
ence assigned permanently the responsibility for oversight of automation 
to the new Judicial Improvements Committee. 


CONSOLIDATION OF CENTRAL VIOLATIONS BUREAUS 


Central Violations Bureaus (CVBs) were established to process 
efficiently petty offense and some misdemeanor cases where prosecution 
is initiated by violation notice. Eight automated CVBs currently handle 


notices for 82 district courts, leaving only nine districts outside the 
automated system. (The Districts of Guam, the Virgin Islands, and the 
Northern Mariana Islands do not have central violations bureaus.) 


In December, 1986, the Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements 
recognized that there were significant advantages in processing violation 
notices through the automated CVBs and requested that the Federal 
Judicial Center study the feasibility of further CVB consolidation. After 
caretul study, the Judicial Center concluded that consolidation of the 
national CVB processing into two service centers could result in savings in 
personnel and office space costs, and in a much more standardized 
implementation of national CVB procedures. The Center made the 
following recommendations which were approved by the Conference: 


(1) The Magistrates Division of the Administrative Office, in 
consultation with representatives from the eight CVB service 
centers and from non-automated districts, should develop 
model procedures to be followed by all magistrates when 
handling petty offense cases initiated by the issuance of a 
violation notice. 


(2) The eight existing CVB centers should be consolidated into two 
national service centers, in the District of Colorado and the 
Western District of Texas. 


(3) The CVB Users’ Group should be reinstituted. 


(4) FEDCAP computers should be installed in the two remaining 
CVB service centers, with support for the automated CVB 
application on Four-Phase computers phased out as soon as 
possible. 


(5) The transfer of districts from an existing service center to one of 
the two remaining centers should be accomplished one service 
center at a time. 


(6) The personnel allocation for CVB functions for the nine districts 
not participating in the automated CVB program should be 
eliminated. 


(7) Current staff positions allocated to CVB service centers that 
would be closed should be eliminated through attrition. 
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The JSP levels assigned to CVB supervisors and staff should 
be re-evaluated by the Personnel Division of the Administrative 
Office in light of the changes in duties and responsibilities that 
would result from consolidation of the CVBs into two sites. 


Training programs for new magistrates should be modified to 
include topics pertaining to the function and responsibility of the 
CVB. 


Data should be collected regarding the cost benefits of pre- 
sorting CVB-generated mail. 


The Financial Management Division of the Administrative Office 
should work with the two automated CVB service centers to 
ensure that fully satisfactory financial controls are implemented. 
Due to the magnitude of the revenues that would be processed, 
annual audits would be in order. 


The Financial Management Division should reevaluate the use 
of lockboxes for the two CVB service centers. 


UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 


The United States Claims Court was created in 1982 as an Article 
| court in the judicial branch. Noting certain constitutional, administrative, 
and functional problems with the existing configuration, the Chief Judge of 
the Claims Court proposed the reestablishment of the United States 
Claims Court as an Article | court outside of the judicial branch. 


Without consideration of any constitutional questions which might 
be involved, the Conference determined not to object to the creation of an 
Article | Claims Court outside of the judicial branch. 


ARBITRATION 


In March, 1987 (Conf. Ropt., p. 18), the Judicial Conference 
reaffirmed support for its proposed “Court-Annexed Arbitration Act” (March 
1986 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 6-7), in lieu of enactment of H.R. 4341, 99th 
Congress, an alternative arbitration bill introduced by Congressman 
Kastenmeier. This reiterated the Judicial Conference position that, until 
substantial experience is obtained under current pilot projects, the 
arbitration program should be flexible and experimental in nature. 


Mr. Kastenmeier has introduced in the 100th Congress H.R. 2127, 
a more flexible court-ordered arbitration bill, The Judicial Conference 
voted to support enactment of H.R. 2127 with minor amendments which 
would “grandfather” certain limits and procedures of the current court- 
annexed arbiiration pilot program in the federal courts and make other 
improving ac\stments. Among other things, the proposed amendments 
would (1) clarify that, in bankruptcy, only adversary proceedings may be 
subject to arbitration; (2) raise the dollar amount of money damages 
allowable in arbitration to $150,000 and require documentation of the 
amount of damages; (3) allow the court to extend the time period before 
which an arbitration hearing must begin, if circumstances warrant such an 
extension; (4) require a bad faith demand for a trial de novo before costs 
and attorney fees can be assessed for the trial following arbitration by 
consent of the parties; (5) subject the compensation of arbitrators to limits 
set by the Judicial Conference; (6) extend the report date of the Federal 
Judicial Center from four to five years to enable the Judicial Center to 
have additional time to complete its research; and (7) require a written 
demand for a trial de novo to be filed with the district court. 


FEDERAL COURTS STUDY ACT 


S. 951, H.R. 1929, and H.R. 3227, 100th Congress, would 
establish a Federal Courts Study Commission, the details of which vary 
with each bill. The Judicial Conference previously has endorsed the 
Creation of a temporary commission to study federal court jurisdiction 
(March 1981 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 20; March 1982 Session, Conf. Rot., 
p. 20; September 1982 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 71-72). 


The Conference voted to support S. 951 and H.R. 1929, provided 
that the legislation is amended to narrow the scope of the Commission's 
activities and to include broader reporting requirements. The Conference 
also voted to support H.R. 3227, provided that the foregoing concerns are 
resolved and also provided that the bill is amended to permit the Chief 
Justice rather than the President to make a representative number of 
appointments from the judicial branch to the Commission. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE 
The Conference voted to refer a draft bill to “establish a United 


States Marshals Service” to the Executive Committee, for further referral 
to the appropriate Conference committee for additional study. 


INCREASES IN FEE SCHEDULES 


At its March 1987 session (Conf. Rpt., pp. 11-17), the Judicial 
Conference approved revised fee schedules for the appellate, district, and 
bankruptcy courts, and the Claims Court. On the recommendation of the 
Committee, the Conference approved the following technical amendments 
to the appellate, district, and bankruptcy court fee schedules. 


Item 3 of the district and appellate schedules, and item 2 of the 
bankruptcy schedule, are amended to read: 


For certification or exemplification of any document or paper, 
whether the certification is made directly on the document, or by 
separate instrument, $5. 


Item 4 of the bankruptcy fee schedule is amended to read: 


For amendments to a debtor's schedules of creditors or lists of 
creditors after notice to creditors, $20 for each amendment, provided 
the bankruptcy judge may, for good cause, waive the charge in any 
case. 


INTERLOCUTORY APPEALS 


Under the so-called Enelow-Ettelson doctrine (Enelow v. New 
York Life Ins. Co., 293 U.S. 379 (1935); Ettelson v. Metropolitan Life Ins. 
Co., 317 U.S. 188 (1942)), an order that governs the course of a court’s 
own proceedings or stays the court’s own proceedings is appealable if the 
underlying action is one that would have been brought at law before the 
merger of law and equity, and the basis of the order is some matter that 
could have been raised in a suit in equity before merger. The doctrine has 
been universally criticized. In the first place, there is no reason to distin- 
guish between actions at law and suits in equity in determining whether a 
matter such as a stay of proceedings should be appealable. Furthermore, 
many actions involve requests both for legal and for equitable relief, or 
otherwise arise in postures that make such an historical analogy 
impossible. 


On the recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Confer- 
ence voted to recommend that 28 U.S.C. 1292(a)(1) be amended to 
disallow appeals from orders governing the court’s own proceedings. 


CORPORATE VENUE 


Venue generally turns on one of two considerations: the place 
where the claim arose or the residence of the parties. When one or more 
of the parties is a comoration, venue problems arise in determining a 
corporation's “residence”. 


The Committee recommended that 28 US.C. 1391(c) be 
amended to provide that a corporation for venue purposes should be 
deemed to reside in any judicial district in which it was subject to personal 
jurisdiction at the time the action was commenced. The Conference 
approved the recommendation. 


REMOVAL JURISDICTION 


At its September 1985 session (Conf. Rpt., pp. 50-51), the Judicial 
Conference endorsed the Committee's recommendation that 28 U.S.C. 
1441(a) should be amended to eliminate the derivative jurisdiction 
doctrine. Upon further consideration of removal jurisdiction, the Commit- 
tee concluded that further amendments to section 1441 are warranted, as 
are amendments to 28 U.S.C. 1446 and 1447. The suggested amend- 
ments, all of which were approved for transmittal to Congress by the 
Conference, would, inter alia, permit removal by “any” defendant; allow 
the citizenship of fictitious or “Doe” defendants to be disregarded for 
removal purposes; simplify the “pleading” requiiements for removal; 
establish a one-year limit on removal based on diversity jurisdiction; 
eliminate the bord requirement on removal procedure; and regulate the 
joinder of additional parties after removal. 


TORTURE VICTIM PROTECTION ACT 


S. 824, 100th Congress, the proposed Torture Victim Protection 
Act, wouid fili perceived gaps in the Alien Tort Claims Act, 28 U.S.C. 1350. 
The bill would make every person “who, under actual or apparent authority 
of any foreign nation, subjects any person to torture or extrajudicial killing 
_. . liable to the party injured or his iegal representatives in a civil action.” 


While taking no position on the substantive issues raised by the 
bill, the Judicial Conference recommended that Congress look closely at 
the problems that would be visited on the federal courts if S. 824 were to 
be enacted in its present form. Congress should, for example, examine 
such matters as the absence of provisions dealing with personal jurisdic- 


tion or default; the lack of standards to help identify the “legal repre- 
sentatives" who may bring suit or the persons who might properly be 
made defendants; the fact that application of any statute of limitations is 
expressly barred, which could compound the difficulty of trying events that 
happened in foreign countries by the difficulties of stale evidence; and the 
failure to provide for collecting any judgments. 


TEMPORARY EMERGENCY COURT OF APPEALS 


At its March 1987 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 20), the Judicial Conter- 
ence recommended abolition of the Temporary Emergency Court of 
Appeals, on condition that the court be permitted to complete its pending 
caseload during a transition period, but did not recommend any forum for 
the transier of its jurisdiction. 

On the advice of the Committee, the Conference voted to recom- 
mend that, upon abolition of TECA, the court’s jurisdiction should be 
vested in the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 


As recently as March, 1986 (Conf. Rpt. p. 17), the Judicial 


Conterence reaffirmed its long-standing request that Congres. eliminate 
diversity of citizenship jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 1332. Alternatively, the 
Conference has also recommended that in-state plaintiff access to 
diversity jurisdiction be eliminated and that the amount in controversy 
requirement be raised to $25,000 (March 1977 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 
8-9). 


Without departing from recommendations to adopt more extensive 
restrictions on diversity jurisdiction or to abolish it altogether, the Confer- 
ence agreed to recommend that 28 U.S.C. 1332 be amended to increase 
the amount in controversy required to establish diversity jurisdiction from a 
sum that exceeds $10,000 to a sum that exceeds $50,000. While raising 
the jurisdictional amount in diversity cases would not, in the Conference's 
view, be the preferred approach, it would represent a desirable step in 
decreasing the overwhelming federal judicial caseload. 


ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES 


S. 950, 100th Congress, the proposed Administrative Law Judge 
Corps Act, would establish a Judicial Nomination Commission charged 


with making nominations for the executive branch offices of Chief Ad- 
ministrative Law Judge and division chief judges. The nominations would 
be made to the President, who would make appointments with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. Among those who would appoint members of 
the Commission would be the Chief Judges of the Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit and the District Court for the District of 
Columbia. 


Since it would be inappropriate to impose on Article Ill judges the 
responsibility for this form of participation in the process of selecting 
executive branch officials, the Conference concurred in the Committee's 
recommendation that in the event of enactment of S. 950, oihers be 
designated to make these appointments to the Judicial Nomination 
Commission. 


The bill aiso provides that federal courts may refer to the Ad- 
ministrative Law Judge Corps “any . . . case where a determination on the 
record after an opportunity for a hearing by a judge of the Corps is found 
by such court .. . to be desirable and appropriate.” The Conference 
objected to this provision also, as it could short-circuit established doc- 
trines that reguiate the relationship between courts and administrative 
agencies. 


WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION ACT 


One provision of H.R. 25, 100th Congress, the proposed 
Whistleblower Protection Act, would amend 5 U.S.C. 7703(b)(1) to provide 
that review of final orders or decisions of the Merit Systems Protection 
Board, which now lies exclusively in the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit, be made available either in the Federal Circuit or in the court of 
appeals for the judicial circuit within which the petitioner resides. 


No evidence has been presented to the Conference which would 
justify departure from the judgment made in 1982 to centralize such cases 
in the Federal Circuit. Consequently, the Conference voted to oppose this 


legislative change. 
FAIR HOUSING AMENDMENTS 
H.R. 1158 and S. 558, 100th Congress, seek to effect substantial 


changes in the substantive reach of the Fair Housing Act of 1968 (Title VIII 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1968), and also to establish for the first time an 


effective means of administrative enforcement. While substantive 
changes in the Fair Housing Act raise matters of policy for the Congress, 
the enforcemen and review provisions appropriately warrant comment by 
the judiciary. 


Title Vill currently provides for investigation of complaints of 
discrimination by the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development and 
for “informal methods of conference, conciliation, and persuasion”; actual 
enforcement is left to litigation brought in the district courts by persons 
aggrieved or by the Attorney General. The proposed legislation would 
permit an aggrieved person to file a complaint with the Secretary, to bring 
an action in a state or federal court, or to do both at the same time; would 
permit court of appeals review of final orders of administrative law judges 
at the instance of aggrieved parties; and includes three separate provi- 
sions for the filing of petitions in the courts of appeals to enforce the 
orders of administrative law judges. In certain circumstances, the findings 
of fact and oruers of the administrative law judges “shail be conclusive”, 
and the clerk of the court of appeals must “forthwith” enter decrees 
enforcing the orders. 


When similar legislation was considered in March, 1980, the 
Judicial Conference endorsed the Committee's recommendation that an 
aggrieved person who files a complaint with the Secretary be required to 
exhaust administrative proceedings before pursuing judicial remedies 
(Cont. Rpt., pp. 13-14), and it now finds no reason to alter that position. 
The Conference also believed that while prompt petitions for review or 
enforcement on an administrative record should be filed in the courts of 
appeals, enforcement of administrative orders after expiration of the time 
for court of appeals review would better be considered by district courts. 
Finally, the Conference objected strongly to any provision that would 
deprive a court of the power to modify an administrative order in light of 
the needs demonstrated by enforcement proceedings. 


THE FAMILY AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT 


H.R. 925, 100th Congress, would, among other things, provide 
employees with limited amounts of unpaid family or medical leave. The 
proposed Family and Medical Leave Act would establish a Commission on 
Paid Family and Medical Leave, composed of 15 members representing 
the legisiative and executive branches and the private sector, to study 
methods of providing workers with such leave. 


The substantive issues raised by H.R. 925 are matters of policy 
upon which the judiciary defers to the legislative and executive branches. 
However, although judicial branch employees are covered by the bill, 
there is no judicial branch representation on the Commission on Paid 
Family and Medical Leave. The Conference approved the Committee's 
recommendation that, in the event of enactment, H.R. 925 should be 
amended to provide for judicial branch representatives on the 
Commission. 


The Conference also observed that H.R. 925 raises questions as 
to the exhaustion of administrative remedies and automatic enforcement 
of administrative matters which parallel similar questions raised by the Fair 
Housing Amendments Act, discussed immediately above. An aggrieved 
person (i.@., a person not restored to a prior or equivalent position of 
employment on returning from family or medical leave) would be author- 
ized to file a charge with the Secretary of Labor, who could issue a 
complaint which would lead to a hearing before an administrative law 
judge; thereafter, an aggrieved paily could apparently seek review by the 
Secretary of Labor or directly in a court of appeals. An aggrieved party 
might also elect, either in the alternative or simultaneously, to file a civil 
action in a state or federal court. In addition, the Secretary could petition a 
district court for enforcement of any order that had not been appealed to a 
court of appeals, in which case the Secretary's order "shall not be subject 
to review". 


Consistent with its position on the Fair Housing Amendments Act, 
above, the Conference voted to recommend that if enacted, H.R. 925 
should be amended to provide that (1) any aggrieved person who elects to 
seek administrative rem.“iec must exhaust those remedies before 
seeking judicial relief; and (2) enforcement of unreviewed orders of 
administrative law judges be obtained in the district courts, on such terms 
as are found appropriate by the court. 


CIVIL RICO 


At its March 1987 session (Conf. Ropt., p. 19), the Judicial Conter- 
ence recommended that Congress promptly take steps to narrow sig- 
nificantly the scope of 18 U.S.C. 1964(c) (civil suits under the Racketeer 
Influenced Corrupt Organizations Act, or “civil RICO"). Suggesting that 
Congressional testimony had questioned the validity of the Conference's 
position that significant numbers of cases under that statute have been 
shifting from state to federal courts, Congressman John Conyers, Chair- 
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man of the House Judiciary Subcommittee on Criminal Justice, requested 
that the Conterence reexamine its position on civil RICO. 


lt was the view of the Committee that the number of civil RICO 
cases is substantially larger than can be statistically documented given tha 
judiciary's statistical practices and, moreover, that these cases require a 
disproportionately large amount of time to resolve. Accordingly, the 
Committee recommended that the Conference reaffirm its March 1987 
position urging the Congress to narrow significantly the civil RICO provi- 
sions in 18 USC. 1964(c). The Conference agreed to the 
recommendation. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1988 


The Conterence authorized the Director of the Administrative 
Office to submit to the Congress a request for supplemental appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year 1988 for "pay costs", and program supplementals 
for "Salaries and Expenses", "Defender Services", "Court Security", and 
"Administrative Office of the United States Courts". The Conference also 


authorized the Director to amend the requests because of any new 
legislation, action taken by the Judicial Conference, or any other reason 
the Director considers necessary and appropriate. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1989 


The Conference approved the budget estimates for the fiscal year 
1989. The estimates, exclusive of the Supreme Court, the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, the Court of International Trade, 
and the Federal Judicial Center, total $1,661,452,000, an increase of 
$253 408,000, or 18 percent, over the judiciary’s request for the fiscal year 
1988. Provision has been made in the budget estimates for an additional 
1,071 permanent positions. Approximately 66 percent of the increase is 
for mandatory or uncontrollable costs such as increases for judges’ 
salaries; annualization of the fiscal year 1988 supplementals and other 
adjustments in compensation; adjustments for court operations such as 
increases in contract rates and charges for services, supplies, and 
equipment; and reimbursable space and facilities expenses. The remain- 
ing increases are for workload increases, new legislation, and new 
program initiatives necessary to maintain the same level of support and 


services required by the rapid and continuing growth in the workload of the 
judiciary, or to improve the administration of justice. 


The Director of the Administrative Office was authorized to amend 
the budget estimates because of new legislation, action taken by the 
Judicial Conference, or for any other reason the Director considers 
necessary and appropriate. 


"GRAMM-RUDMAN-HOLLINGS” BUDGET CUTS 


In September, 1986 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 16-17), the Judicial Confer- 
ence approved a series of cost-cutting measures in response to Public 
Law 99-177, the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 
1985 ("Gramm-Rudman-Hollings"). On the recommendation of the Budget 
Committee, the Conference agreed to continue in effect restrictions on (1) 
‘emporary employment of secretaries, law clerks, and clerical personnel, 
limiting such employment to emergency situations or extraordinary 
circumstances; (2) overlapping appointments of secretaries and law clerks 
to judicial officers to be limited to those with only a single secretary or law 
clerk or where the cost is offset by a vacancy during the transition period; 
and (3) the use of express mail, with exceptions to be made only for those 
items for which delivery within 24 hours is essential. 


BUDGET DECENTRALIZATION 


In January, 1987, a committee of circuit executives presented to 
the Budget Committee a “proposal for limited decentralization of most 
components of circuit and district court budgets". The Budget Committee 
deferred action on the proposal, pending study by committees of the 
Judicial Conference whose areas of responsibility might be most directly 
affected by the proposal’s implementation. 


After being advised that the Court Administration, Magistrates, 
Probation, and Bankruptcy Committees had agreed to a scaled-down 
version of the original proposal, the Budget Committee recommended, 
and the Conference approved, implementation of a five-court, three-year 
pilot budget execution decentralization project (Second Circuit Court of 
Appeals, and Southern New York, Western Washington, Northern Califor- 
nia, and Arizona district courts). Commencing on October 1, 1987, the 
project will test the benefits of expanding the role of the courts in manag- 
ing local operating budgets. 
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JUDICIAL ETHICS COMMITTEE 


The Judicial Ethics Committee reported that as of August, 1987, 
the Committee had received 2,045 financial disclosure reports for the 
calendar year 1986, including 1,594 reports from judicial officers and 451 
reports from judicial employees, and had addressed 626 letters of inquiry 
to reporting individuals. 


FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE REPORTS 
BY COURT REPORTERS 


In September, 1981 (Cont. Rpt., pp. 78-79), the Judicial Confer- 
ence approved a recommendation of the Committee to require the filing of 
financial disclosure reports by official United States court reporters when 
gross receipts from the sale of official transcripts, plus regular salary, 
equaled or exceeded compensation at the grade 16 level of the General 
Schedule. The recommendation was based upon the conclusion, reached 
by the Commitiee, that the definition of “judicial employee” in section 
308(10) of the Ethics in Government Act (Public Law 95-521, Title Ill, 
§ 308(10), 28 U.S.C. app. § 308(10)) could be read no other way. 


The Committee reported that the requirement for filing financial 


disclosure reports had caused considerable misunderstanding among 
court reporters and required an unnecessary volume of correspondence 
on behall of the Committee. Moreover, the Committee could find no 
conflict of interest in reporters’ official duties which would require the need 
for such financial disclosure. Accordingly, the Committee recommended 
that legislation be sought specifically to relieve court reporters from any 
requirement to file financial disclosure reports. The Conference concurred 
in the recommendation. 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 
The Advisory Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since 
its last report, the Committee had received 20 inquiries and issued 19 
advisory opinions. The Chairman also responded to 26 telephone 
inquiries that did not require reference to the Committee. 
CODE OF CONDUCT FOR UNITED STATES JUDGES 


The Conference approved the substitution of “on the merits or 
procedures affecting the merits of" for “concerning” in Canon 3A(4). 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during 
the period February 15, 1987, through August 20, 1987, the Committee 
had recommended 59 intercircuit assignments to be undertaken by 50 
judges. Of this number, 11 were senior circuit judges, 10 were active 
circu judges, 15 were senior district judges, six were active district 
judges, three were senior judges of the Court of International Trade, and 
five were active judges of the Court of International Trade. 


Of the 59 assignments approved, 29 judges undertook 33 assign- 
ments to the courts of appeals, and 22 judges undertook 26 assignments 
to the district courts. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure reported that 
on August 1, 1987, in the absence of Congressional action, amendments 
to the Civil, Criminal, and Bankruptcy Rules approved by the Judicial 
Conterence at its September 1986 session (Conf. Rpt., pp. 67-68) took 
effect. Amendments to the Federal Rules of Evidence, also approved by 
the Conference in September, 1986, took effect on October 1, 1987, 
failing congressional action. 


The Committee also reported on the progress of the Committee's 
study, authorized by the Conference in September, 1984 (Conf. Rot., p. 
67), of local court rules. Phase | of the study (consisting of a compilation, 
review, and preliminary analysis of the 5,000 local rules of the district 
courts and of the statutes, judicial opinions, and literature relating to local 
rules) has been completed by Dean Daniel R. Coquillette of Boston 
College Law School, Reporter to the Committee. The Committee author- 
ized Dean Coquillette to proceed with the next phase, i.e., developing 
working papers dealing with (1) a uniform numbering system for local 
rules; (2) a proposed set of model local rules; (3) identification and 
analysis of rules that should be made the subject of uniform federal rules 
and of rules that conflict with the letter or spirit of statutory law or the 
federal rules; and (4) identification of redundant local rules that merely 
restate existing federal statutes and rules. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
PROBATION SYSTEM 


CONTRACTING AUTHORITY FOR PSYCHIATRIC SERVICES 


Although the Director of the Administrative Office may contract 
for the treatment of drug or alcohol dependent probationers or parolees 
(18 U.S.C. 3672 and 4255), his authority does not extend to the provi- 
sion of psychiatric or psychological treatment. The Committee reported 
that during the past year, the Probation Service received for supervision, 
from the courts or the United States Parole Commission, 600 persons in 
need of psychiatric or psychological treatment which the Service was 
unable to provide. 


The Conference approved the Committee's recommendation 
that 18 U.S.C. 3672 and 4255 be amended to expand the Director's 
contract authority to include treatment services to offenders suffering 
from psychiatric disorders. 


MODEL LOCAL RULE FOR GUIDELINE SENTENCING 


The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 (Title Il of the Comprehen- 
sive Crime Control Act of 1984, Public Law 98-473), when fully imple- 
mented, will work a sweeping reform of substantive and procedural 
sentencing law in the federal courts. Under the law, sentencing 
guidelines drafted by the United States Sentencing Commission, unless 
modified by the Congress or delayed in implementation, become 
effective on November 1, 1987. In order to afford the judiciary and the 
bar the opportunity to prepare for proper implementation of the 
guidelines, the September 1986 Conference (Conf. Rpt., pp. 93-94) 
recommended that Ccngress extend the effective date of the guidelines 
until six months after they become law. On July 8, 1987, the Executiv: 
Committee of the Conference concluded that a 12-month delay would be 
beneficial and would allow the judiciary to proceed with implementation 
more effectively. The Conference reaffirmed this conclusion at this 
session. See “Sentencing Guidelines”, supra pp. 54-55. 


The Committee reported that it had drafted and transmitted to all 
chief district and circuit judges “Recommended Procedures for Guideline 
Sentencing and Commentary”, including a “Model Local Rule for 
Guideline Sentencing”. The Committee suggested that the district courts 
consider adopting the Model Rule, as proposed or as modified to meet 
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local needs, or incorporating the substance of its provisions in orders 
issued in individual cases. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATOR INTERIM REGULATIONS 


The Judicial Conterence ratified the March 1987 approval by its 
Executive Committee (see “Bankruptcy Administrator Program”, supra 
pp. 53-54) of transition and interim regulations governing the selection 
and appointment of bankruptcy administrators, and of interim regulations 
governing their establishment, duties, and functions. 


NUMBER AND DUTY STATIONS OF 
BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATORS 


The interim regulations for the bankruptcy administrator 
program, reaffirmed by the Judicial Conference as noted immediately 
above, provide for Conference approval of the number of bankruptcy 
administrators and their official duty stations. 


The Conference approved the Committee’s recommendation 
that the administrator program will be best served by authorizing one 
bankruptcy administrator for each judicial district in the affected states 
(Alabama and North Carolina), and established their official duty stations 
as follows: 


Alabama, Northern Birmingham* 
Alabama, Middle Montgomery 
Alabama, Southern Mobile 
North Carolina, Eastern Wilson 
North Carolina, Middle Greensboro 


North Carolina, Westem Charlotte 


*Alsr uuthorized to maintain branch offices in Anniston, Decatur, and 
Tuscaloosa. 
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RECALL TO SERVICE OF RETIRED 
BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


At its March 1985 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 22), the Conference 
adopted regulations governing the ad hoc recall to service of retired 
bankruptcy judges. See 28 U.S.C. 155(b). In 1986, a separate provision 
was enacted by Congress to provide for the recall of bankruptcy judges 
and magistrates to render “substantial service” for a period of five years. 
28 U.S.C. 375. 


The five-year provision permits the Judicial Conference to 
promulgate implementing reguiations. 28 USC. 375(h). The 
Bankruptcy and Magistrates Committees determined that implementing 
regulations were unnecessary at this time. On the one hand, the ad hoc 
recall provided in section 155(b) establishes no limitation on the term of 
recall; on the other hand, the term “substantial service”, included in 
section 375 and made a prerequisite to five-year recall, is too difficult to 
define. 


An amendment to the current regulations governing the ad hoc 
recall of retired bankruptcy judges is necessary, however. The requia- 
tions presently provide that recall shall be for a period fixed by the circuit 
council not to exceed six months. The Committee reported that such a 
short term imposes undue administrative burdens on the circuit councils 
and serious restrictions on the recruitment and hiring of personnel to 
serve the retired bankruptcy judge. The Conference therefore approved 
an amendment to the regulations governing the recall of retired 
bankruptcy judges to provide that recall may be for fixed periods not to 
exceed one year. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


RECALL OF RETIRED MAGISTRATES 


At its March 1987 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 33), the Judicial 
Conference approved regulations for the recall to service of United 
States magistrates under 28 U.S.C. 636(h), patterned upon similar 
regulations previously promulgated by the Conference for the recall of 
retired bankruptcy judges under 28 U.S.C. 155(b). For the reasons 
discussed immediately above, the Committee recommended, and the 
Conference approved, an amendment to the regulations for the recall of 
United States magistrates to provide for recalls, and subsequent 
renewals, for periods not to exceed one year each. 


MAGISTRATE POSITION AT KWAJALEIN MISSILE RANGE 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the Conference 
found that no qualified individual who has been a member of the bar for 
five years and who is currently a member of the Hawaiian bar is avail- 
able to serve as a part-time magistrate at Kwajalein Missile Range, and 
authorized the appointment of an individual who does not meet these 
requirements. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district 
courts, and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Conference approved 
the following changes in salaries and arrangements for full-time and 
part-time magistrate positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these 
changes are to be effective when appropriated funds are available. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
Puerto Rico: 
Continued the full-time magistrate positions at San Juan 


which are due to expire on March 20, 1988 and April 19, 
1989, for additional eight ‘ear terms. 


SECOND CIRCUIT 


New York, Northern: 


Continued the authority of the clerk of court to perform 
magistrate duties, at no additional compensation, for an 
additional four-year term. 


New York, Southern: 


Changed the location of the part-time magistrate position at 
Poughkeepsie to Newburgh (or some other community in 
Orange or Sullivan counties). 


THIRD CIRCUIT 


Continued the full-time magistrate position a Wilmington 
for an additional eight-year term. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Upper 
Marlboro for an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized salary of $36,250 per annum. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 


Louisiana, Westem: 


1. 


Continued the authority of the clerk of court to perform 
magistrate duties, at no additional compensation, for an 
Additional four-year term; and 


Did not discontinue the part-time magistrate at Monroe 
upon the filling of the new full-time position at Alexandria 
(or Monroe). See September 1986 Session, Conf. Ropt., p. 
80. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Monroe 
until the end of the term (March 31, 1991) at the currently 
authorized salary of $2,134 per annum. 
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Mississippi, Northem: 


Continued the authority of the clerk of court to perform 
magistrate duties for an additional four-year term at the 
aggregate compensation of the JSP-16 level. 


Texas, Northern: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Wichita Falls 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $7,588 per annum. 


Texas, Western: 

1. Cor tinued the full-time magistrate position at San Antonio 
which is due to expire on March 8, 1989, for an additional 
eight-year term; 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at San Antonio 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $36,250 per annum; 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Big Bend 
National Park for an additional four-year term and _ in- 
creased the salary from $13,992 to $16,127 per annum; 
ind 


4 Mai: tained the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Pecos at $31,719 per annum. 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Kentucky, Eastern: 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Lexington for 
an additional eight-year term. 


Kentucky, Western: 
Continued the part-time magistrate position at Owensboro 
for an additional four-year term and increase the salary 
from $4,269 to $11,858 per annum. 
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Ohio, Northern: 
Continued the full-time magistrate position at Cleveland 
which is due to expire on February 4, 1989, for an addi- 
tional eight-year term. 

Tennessee, Eastern: 
Continued the part-time magistrate position at Sevierville 
(or Gatlinburg) for an additional four-year term and in- 
creased the salary from $7,588 to $9,722 per annum. 

Tennessee, Middle: 
Continued the full-time magistrate position at Nashville 
which is due to expire on October 30, 1988, for an addi- 
tional eight-year term. 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

illinois, Northern: 

1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Chicago 
which is due to expire on November 8, 1990, for an 
a“ditional eight-year term; and 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Rockford for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authoiized 
salary of $36,250 per annum. 

illinois, Central: 


Discontinued the authority of the clerk of court to perform 
magistrate duties. 


Wisconsin, Western: 


1. Continued the part-iime magistrate position at Ashland for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $2,134 per annum; and 


2. 


Continued the authority of the clerk of court to perform 
magistrate duties, at no additional compensation, for an 
additional four-year term. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 


Arkansas, Westem: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Hot Springs 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $13,992 per annum. 


lowa, Northern: 


1. 


Minnesota: 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Cedar Rapids 
for an additional eight-year term; and 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Sioux City 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $3,201 per annum. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Minneapolis 
which is due to expire on September 30, 1989, for an 
additional eight-year term; and 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Minneapolis 
(or St. Paul) which is due to expire on March 19, 1988, for 
an additional eight-year term. 


Missouri, Eastern: 


1. 


Continued the full-time magistrate positions at St. Louis 
which are due to expire on September 30, 1989 and 
October 7, 1990, for additional eight-year terms; and 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Cape 
(sirardeau for an additional four-year term and increased 
he salary from $2,134 to $4,269 per annum. 


Nebraska: 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Lincoln for an 
additional eight-year term. 


South Dakota: 


1, 


Arizona: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Pierre for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary from 
$16,127 to $27,390 per annum; and 


Continues the part-time magistrate position at Sioux Falls 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $9,722 per annum. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Yuma for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary 
of $18,380 per annum; and 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Flagstaff (or 
Page) for an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized salary of $9,722 per annum. 


California, Northern: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Monterey from $31,719 to $36,250 per annum for a 
six-month period from October 1, 1987 to March 31, 1988, 
at which time the salary will revert to the previous level. 


California, Eastern: 


1. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Redding for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $18,380 per annum; 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Bakersfield 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $9,722 per annum; and 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Susanville 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $3,201 per annum. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Rocky 
Mountain National Park for an additional four-year term at 
the currently authorized salary of $13,992 per annum; and 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Durango from $3,201 to $13,992 per annum. 


New Mexico: 


1. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Alamogordo 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $3,201 per annum; 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Gallup for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary 
of $2,134 per annum; and 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Farmington 
for an additional four-year term and increased the salary 
from $2,134 to $4,269 per annum. 


Oklahoma, Eastern: 
Continued the part-time magistrate position at McAlester 


for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $7,588 per annum. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Jackson for 
an additional four-year term and increased the salary from 
$5,335 to $7,588 per annum; and 


Continued the part-tiiie magistrate position at Sheridan for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $3,201 per annum. 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 


Florida, Middle: 


1. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Jacksonville 
which is due to expire on January 11, 1989, for an addi- 
tional eight-year term; and 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Orlando for 
an additional eight-year term. 


Georgia, Northern: 


Continued the full-time magistrate positions at Atlanta 
which are due to expire on August 10, 1988 and October 
22, 1990, for additional eight-year terms. 


Georgia, Middle: 


Discontinued *he part-time magistrate position at Valdosta 
effective December 31, 1987. 


COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 
APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


The Committee reported that $86,378,000 was available at ihe 
beginning of the fiscal year 1987 for the implementation of the Criminal 
Justice Act. Supplemental funding in the amount of $1,480,000 was 
subsequently approved, bringing the total available for defender services 
in the fiscal year 1987 to $87,858,000. 


During the first half of the fiscal year 1987, approximately 28,000 
persons were represented under the Criminal Justice Act, compared to 
approximately 26,000 in the first half of the fiscal year 1986, an increase 
of 7.7 percent. Of these 28,000 persons represented, 15,765, or 56.3 
percemt, were represented by federal public and community defender 
organizations. This represents a 6.4 percent increase over the 14,823 
appointments received by federal defenders during the same period in 
the fiscal year 1986. 


BUDGET REQUESTS - 
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


The Conference approved supplemental budget requests for 
federal public defender organizations for the fiscal year 1988 as follows: 


$ 227,356 

California, Eastern 128,716 

California, Central 85,350 

69,821 

28,059 

87,837 

229,816 

North Carolina 70,577 
Oklahoma, Western, 

Northern, and Eastern 133,914 

21,629 

Tennessee, Western 53,250 

Texas, Southern 329,563 

Texas, Western 265,917 

Washington, Western/Alaska 27,375 


$1,759,180 


The Conference also approved budget requests for the fiscal 
year 1989 for the federal public defender organizations as follows: 


$ 1,316,783 
1,800,757 
1,245,011 
2,431,035 

750,498 
517,161 
402,489 
1,117,448 
2,629,539 
819,397 


812,010 
553,274 
614,145 
1,118,956 
492,131 
428,633 
709,785 
810,163 
1,062,251 
780,188 
620,835 
470,830 


718,521 
832,282 


1,093,169 
572,057 
395,307 
502,294 
323,415 

1,543,247 

1,408 534 
713,754 

1,153,947 
280,029 


$31,039,875 


The Committee will entertain requests for supplemental funding 


it workload increases or other factors warrant reconsideration of funding 
needs. 


GRANT REQUESTS - 
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


The Conterence approved supplemental sustaining grants for 
the fiscal year 1988 for the following community defender organizations: 


Federal Defenders of San Diego, Inc., 


The Legal Aid Society of New York, 
Federal Defender Services Unit, 
New York, Eastern & Southern 


The Conference did not approve the fiscal year 1988 supplemental grant 


request submitted by the Legal Aid and Defender Association of Detroit, 
Federal Defender Division. 


The Conference also approved sustaining grants for the fiscal 
year 1989 for the six community defender organizations as follows: 


Federal Defenders of San Diego, Inc., 
California, Southern $1,984,225 


Federal Defender Program, Inc., 
Georgia, Northern 


Federal Defender Program, inc., 
Illinois, Northe 7 


Legal Aid & Defender Assn. of 
Detroit, Federal Defender 
Division, Michigan, Eastern ....... 931,456 


The Legal Aid Society of New York, 
Federal Defender Services Unit, 
New York, Eastern & Southern... .. 2,998 240 


Defender Assn. of Philadelphia, 
Federal Court Division, 


Pennsylvania, Eastern........... 965,982 
$8,672,593 


The Committee will consider requests for supplemental sustain- 
ing grants if workload increases or other factors warrant reconsideration 
of the approved sustaining grants. 


ALTERNATIVE HOURLY COMPENSATION RATES IN 
DEATH PENALTY HABEAS CORPUS CASES 


Subsection (d)(1) of the Criminal Justice Act, as amended (18 
U.S.C. 3006A(d)(1)), establishes hourly maximum rates of attorney 
compensation of $60 per hour for time expended in court, and $40 per 
hour for time reasonably expended out of court. The subsection also 
authorizes the Judicial Conference to establish an alternative hourly 
compensation rate, not to exceed $75 per hour, if the Conference 
determines that a higher rate is justified for a circuit or for particular 
districts within a circuit. Guidelines pursuant to this provision were 
approved by the March 1987 Conference (Conf. Rpt., p. 38). 


The Committee reported its concern that there may not be 
sufficient resources in the CJA appropriation to cover payment of higher 
rates for all districts from which applications may reasonably be ex- 
pected. In order to ensure that resources are available to provide relief 
in the areas where the need is the greatest, the Committee will consider 
all such requests at its next meeting in January, 1988, and established 


an October 15, 1987 deadline for submission of alternative rate applica- 
tions. With respect to requests already received, the Committee 
deferred consideration for all but three districts, the Northern, Central, 
and Eastern Districts of California. These districts provided compelling 
justification for a special alternative rate for death penalty habeas corpus 
cases. 


Effective with respect to services performed on or after October 
1, 1987, and subject to the availability of funds, the Conference ap- 
proved a temporary special alternative maximum rate of $75 per hour, 
for both in and out of court time, for representation in death penalty 
habeas corpus cases in the Northem, Central, and Eastern Districts of 
California. 


GUIDELINES 


The Conference approved - new subparagraph C to paragraph 
3.12 of the Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice Act, 
relating to commercial duplication of transcripts in multi-defendant cases, 
applicable to transcripts ordered on or after October 1, 1987. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE CRIMINAL LAW 


INTERSTATE AGREEMENT ON DETAINERS ACT 


The Department of Justice has proposed that the Interstate 
Agreement on Detainers Act (84 Stat. 1397) be amended to limit the 
participation of the United States in the Act to that of a “sending state”. 
The proposal would also provide for Speedy Trial Act protection for state 
prisoners compelled to stand trial in the federal courts for federal 
offenses. See 18 U.S.C. 3161(c). 


On the recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Confer- 


ence voted to support the proposed amendment to the Interstate 
Agreement on Detainers Act. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION OF 
THE JURY SYSTEM 


AMENDMENTS TO THE JURY SELECTION 
AND SERVICE ACT 


In September, 1985 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 83-84), the Judicial Confer- 
ence approved the transmittal to Congress of a package of five technical 
amendments to the Jury Selection and Service Act, 28 U.S.C. 1863 et 
seq. On the recommendation of the Committee, the Conference agreed 
to reconimend an additional technical amendment, to 28 U.S.C. 1865, to 
authorize district courts to use non-court personnel, such as operators of 
optical scanning equipment, to assist in the filling of the qualified jury 
wheel. 


MACHINE READABLE QUALIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE 


In March, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 39), the Conference authorized 
the District Court for the District of New Mexico to use a machine 
readable form of the juror qualification questionnaire previously ap- 
proved by the Conference under 28 U.S.C. 1869(h). At this session, the 


Conference authorized the expanded use of the questionnaire in the 
Middle District of Florida, the Western District of Texas, and such other 
districts as the new Judicial Improvements Committee shall designate. 
The Conference also authorized the Administrative Office, in consul- 
ation with the Judicial Improvements Committee, to make necessary 
non-substantive changes in the form of the questionnaire. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC TERRITORIES 
AMERICAN SAMOA 


At present, the Secretary of the Interior may revise judgments of 
the courts of American Samoa; there is currently no formal link between 
the Samoan territorial court system and the Article Il! federal system, 
although there is a theory by which the Secretary's action (or inaction) 
may be challenged in a district court as an abuse of discretion. See King 
v. Morton, 520 F.2d 1440 (D.C. Cir. 1975). The Committee reported that 
all segments of the Samoan business community, bar, and bench 
consulted by the Committee find this system unsatisfactory because final 
decisions are made by administrators rather than judicial officers. 


The Committee proposed the enactment of legislation to provide 
that decisions of the High Court of American Samoa, on matters other 
than local law, shall be reviewable by writ of certiorari to the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. The Conference agreed to 
this recommendation, and also agreed to support enactment of legisla- 
tion to provide that suits in the nature of mandamus against the Secre- 
tary of the Interior respecting American Samoa shall be brought only in 
the District Court for the District of Hawaii (provided that such action is 
properly brought in a district court of the United States). 


COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCIL 
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY ORDERS 


The Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability 
Orders reported that, since its last report, the Committee had received 
and acted upon one petition for review, ordering a public reprimand of a 
district judge for an extended scolding of a lawyer in open court in the 
presence of other lawyers and spectators and without affording the 
lawyer an opportunity for response. The Committee found such conduct 
to be intemperate, injudicious, and censorial. 


RULES FOR THE PROCESSING OF CERTIFICATES 
FROM JUDICIAL COUNCILS THAT A JUDICIAL OFFICER 
MIGHT HAVE ENGAGED IN IMPEACHABLE CONDUCT 


The Conference approved the following Rules for the Processing 
of Certificates from Judicial Councils that a Judicial Officer has Engaged 
In Conduct that Might Constitute Grounds for 'mpeachment: 


1. When a certificate from a judicial council that a judicial officer 
has engaged in conduct that might constitute grounds for 
impeachment is premised entirely upon a judgment of convic- 
tion in a criminal case and the judgment has become final by 
the exhaustion or termination of all rights of direct judicial 
review, the Judicial Conference, in its discretion, may accept 
the final judgment as conclusive and, without notice to the 
accused judicial officer, make its own determination as to 
whether or not it will forward a final certificate to the House of 
Representatives of the United States Congress. 


. Except when the Judicial Conference of the United States 
determines that the full Conference should act upon the matter 
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pursuant to Rule 1, all such certification matters shall be 
referred in the first instance, by the Conference or its Executive 
Committee, to an ad hoc committee of Conference members or 
to the Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and 
Disability Orders for processing and the preparation of a report 
with recommendations back to the Conference. 


. When a certification proceeding is referred to a committee for a 


report and recommendation as provided in Rule 2, the relevant 
committee shall (1) provide the accused judicial officer with a 
copy of the certificate and a copy of all papers filed with the 
Judicial Conference in support of the certificate uniess a copy 
of ali such documenis has previously been furnished to the 
accused judicial officer, or, (2) in its discretion, make all such 
papers available for inspection by him and his counsel in the 
Administrative Office in Washington, D.C., or some other 
convenient, designated place. 


. The accused judicial officer shall have sixty days within which 


to file a written response to the certificate. The sixty-day period 
will begin to run when (1) a copy of all relevant papers is 
furnished or made available for his inspection, or, (2) when he 
is given written notice of his right to file such a written 
response, whichever later occurs. 


For good cause, the committee may extend the time within 
which a written response may be filed. 


. The committee may receive written argument from a com- 


plainant if the committee determines that it may be assisted by 
such receipt. 


. Oral argument ordinarily will not be allowed, but may be 


allowed if the committee determines that it would be assisted 
by it. 


In the preparation and filing of his written response and in oral 
argument, if allowed, the judicial officer is entitled to repre- 
sentation by counsel of his choice at his expense. 


8. (a) If the Judicial Conference or its committee determines that 
additional investigation is necessary or appropriate, notice that 
such investigation will be conducted will be given in advance to 
the accused judicial officer. The notice will be given at least 
ten days in advance of the commencement of the investigation, 
unless an emergency situation requires an earlier commence- 
mem of investigatory measures. 


(b) During the course of any such investigation, the accused 
judicial officer will be afforded those opportunities as provided 
in 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(11)(B), and the complainant will be af- 
forded those opportunities as provided in 28 U.SC. 
372(c)(11)(C). 


(c) At the conclusion of any such investigation, the investiga- 
tion panel will file a written report, a copy of which will be 
furnished the accused judicial officer or made available for his 
inspection and, if the committee decides that it is appropriate, 
to the co:nplainant. The report of the investigation will be made 
a part of the record, and the time within which the accused 
judicial officer may file a written response will not begin to run 
before a copy of the report is furnished to him or made avail- 
able for his inspection. 


. The committee will file with the Conference a report, including a 
recommendation or recommendations. The report will be 
received by the Conference as the reports of other of its 
committees. The Conference may adopt the repc't, including 
its recommendations, in its entirety, or adopt it in part and 
reject it in part. 


. Since the committee’s report is an internal document and an 
accused judicial officer will already have been given an 
oOpportuniiy to file a full written response to the certificate, a 
copy of the committee’s report need not be furnished to him. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL 
OF THE CONSTITUTION 


The Committee on the Bicentennial of the Constitution reported 
on its participation in the Bicentennial effort. 
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AD HOC COMMITTEE ON SENTENCING GUIDELINES 


As discussed supra pp. 54-55 ("Sentencing Guidelines”), on July 
8, 1987, the Executive Committee considered and acted upon recom- 
mendations fror: the Ad Hoc Committee on Sentencing Guidelines, 
which the Conference ratified in plenary session. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE INTERNATIONAL 
APPELLATE JUDGES CONFERENCE - 1989/90 


For approximately the last decade, appellate judges of many 
countries have held biennial International Appellate Judges Con- 
ferences. Delegates, normally among the foremost judicial officers of 
each country, gather at a pre-selected place to discuss for three or four 
days mutual problems and solutions. Delegates pay their own transpor- 
tation but the host country pays for food and lodging of all delegates at 
the Conference. Previous conferences have been heid in the Philip- 
pines, India, Australia, and Malaysia. 


Prior to the Fourth International Appellate Judges Conference in 
Malaysia, Chief Judge James R. Browning obtained authority from the 
Executive Committee to invite the group to hold its Fifth International 
Conference in the United States in 1989 or 1990. See “International 
Appellate Judges Conference”, supra p. 54. Chief Judge Browning 
extended the invitation, which was unanimously and enthusiastically 
received. The Ad Hoc Committee on the International Appellate Judges 
Conference reported that it had met to review the history and nature of 
the Conference and to make tentative plans for holding the Fifth Interna- 
tional Conference in Washington, D.C., in connection with the ongoing 
celebration of the Bicentennial of the Constitution. Attendance by all 
members of the Judicial Conference, the Ch’of Justices of the 50 states, 
and a delegation from each of approximately 130 other countries, is 
anticipated. 


On the recommendation of the Ad Hoc Committee, the Confer- 
ence authorized the Chief Justice to appoint an International Appellate 
Judges Conference Committee to work with the Conference’s Committee 
on the Bicentennial of the Constitution and other governmental and 
non-governmental entities, to accomplish the planning for and conduct of 
the [-ifth International Appellate Judges Conference in 1989 or 1990. 
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MEMORIAL RESOLUTIONS 


Noting the death of Wade H. McCree, Jr., the Conference 
adopted the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with 
sadness the death of Wade H. McCree, Jr., on August 30, 1987 in 
Detroit, Michigan. 


War'= “*cCree’s public service included five years as a 
judge of ‘< Unie States District Court for the Eastern District of 
Michigai = ek:en years on the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Si “iat. He resigned from the Court of Appeals upon 
being apposed Solicitor General of the United States in 1977. 
Judge McCree earned a reputation in each of these positions as a 
wise, scholarly and compassionate person. He was admired by all 
who were familiar wit his writings and speeches, or who engaged 
in conversation with him, as a true master of the English language. 


Wade McCree was bom in lowa and spent a part of his 
childhood in Hawaii. Michigan was his home throughout his adult 
years and he was identified there as an active participant in many 
Civic, Cultural and charitable pursuits. Judge McCree was educated 
at the Boston Latin School, Fisk University and Harvard Law 
School. His studies at Harvard were interrupted for service in the 
United States Army during World War ||. Always deeply interested 
in education, he served on the Harvard Board of Overseers and 
was Vice-Chairman of the Fisk Board of Trustees. 


Following completion of his term as Solicitor General, 
Judge McCree was named the Lewis M. Simes Professor of Law at 
the University of Michigan and occupied that chair at the time of his 
death. A gifted teacher, he earned the respect and affection of the 
faculty and students, who found in him not only a memorable 
instructor but a willing counselor as well. 


Judge McCree was a member of the ‘irst Board of the 
Federal Judicial Center and made significant contributions to the 
development of the Center's role in improving the administration of 
justice in the United States. He was a valuable member of several 
committees of the Judicial Conference and was serving on the 
Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure at the time of his 
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death. His wise counsel and delightful presence will be missed by 
all who were privileged to work with him. 


The memibers of the Judicial Conference convey their 
deepest sympathy to Judge McCree's family, and request that this 
Resolution be sent to his widow, Dores McCree, as a sign of our 


respect. 


Noting the death of Judge Robert L. Taylor, the Conference 
adopted following resolution: 


The Conference notes with sadness the death of Judge 
Rober L. Taylor on July 11, 1987. Judge Taylor was a distin- 
guished judge of the Eastern District of Tennessee for over 
thirty-seven years and was admired by all who knew and worked 
with him. During his years on the federal bench, he served as a 
member of the Judicial Cc* arence of the United States from 1972 
to 1975 as the district ‘udge representative from the Sixth Circuit. 
He also served on various Conference committees, including the 
Executive Committee and the Committees on Trial Practice and 
Technique, Pretrial Procedure, and Rules for Admission to Practice 
in the Federal Courts. Retired Chief Justice Burger appointed him 
as a member of the Committee on Intercircuit Assignments in 1977 
where he served until his death. We, the members of the Con- 
ference, convey our sympathy to his widow, Florence, and his 
family, and request that this resolution be sent to them as a mark of 
our respect and esteem. 


RESOLUTIONS 


Noting the resignation of Judge Edward Thaxter Gignoux as 
Chairman of the Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure, the 
Conference adopted the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States, with great 
appreciation, profound respect, and no little regret, notes the 
resignation of Judge Edward Thaxter Gignoux from his position as 
Chairman of this Conference's Cormmittee on Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. Judge Gignoux’s able direction of the parent commit- 
tee of the various advisory committees of this Conference and on 
this Conference itself, will be sorely missed. The Conference takes 
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this occasion to pay tribute to Judge Gignoux for his many contribu- 
tions to the Conference and the judiciary. 


Judge Gignoux was born in Maine and received both his 
undergraduate and law degrees from Harvard University. He 
served as a Lieutenant in the United States Army from 1942 to 
1946 and afterwards briefly resumed his practice of law in 
Washington, D.C. before returning to Maine to associate with the 
firm of Verrill, Dana, Walker, Philbrick and Whitehouse. When he 
entered on duty as the ninth United States District Judge for the 
District of Maine on September 23, 1957, Judge Gignoux was the 
nation’s youngest federal judge, a happy coincidence permitting the 
extensive use of his many abilities by the judiciary. He became 
Chief judge of the district on November 8, 1978 and served in that 
Capacity until he elected to take senior status on June 1, 1983. 


Judge Gignoux's contributions to this body and to the 
judiciary of the United States generally are nearly too numerous to 
mention and can only be summarized. He was the district judge 
representative to the Conference from the First Circuit for two 
consecutive three-year terms between 1967 and 1973. He has 
been a member of the Advisory Committee on Bankruptcy Rules, 
1960-1972; a member of the Committee on Trial Practice and 
Technique, 1965-1967; a member of the Committee on the 
Operation of the Jury System, 1966-1968; a member of the 
Committee on Court Administration, 1969-1980; Chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel, 1968-1970; a member of 
the Review Committee, 1975-1978; and Chairman of the Subcom- 
mittee on Federal Jurisdiction, 1969-1970. He served as the only 
federal district court judge on the Traynor Committee that drafted 
the American Bar Association Code of Judicial Conduct, and he 
served as a member of the Conference's Judicial Ethics Com- 
mittee, 1978-1985. He was also a member of the Ad Hoc Commit- 
tee on the Media Petition ("Cameras in the Courtroom’), 
1983-1984. He was appointed to his position as Chairman of the 
Standing Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure in 1980. 


Judge G x has not limited his public services to the 
federal judiciary. has served local government, charitable 
groups and associations. He has served his law school and 
the United States State Department. And he has been available to 
the Chief Justice to serve outside his district in difficult and sensi- 
tive cases. He has performed ail of these tasks, the rewarding as 
well as the difficult, with his characteristic patience, courtesy, and 


high competence. 


The Chief Justice and the members of the Judicial Confer- 
ence of the United States extend their deep appreciation on behalf 
of the entire United States judiciary to Judge Edward Thaxter 
Gignoux for his contributions and ask that a copy of this tribute be 
entered into the Report of the Conference as a mark of our appre- 
ciation and respect. 


Noting the resignation of Judge Elmo B. Hunter as Chairman of 
the Committee on Court Administration, the Conference adopted the 
following resolution: 


WHEREAS, the Honorable Elmo B. Hunter has served as 
Member and Chairman of the Committee on Court Administration 
of the Judicial Conference of the United States for almost two 
decades; and 


WHEREAS, Judge Hunter, throughout his years of distin- 
guished service with the Committee, devoted long hours of diligent, 
dedicated and unstinting effort to the full consideration of numerous 
and important matters coming before the Committee; and 


WHEREAS, Judge Hunter initiated a number of innovations in 
the management of the work of the Committee, including the 
organization of joint meetings of all its subcommittees, and coordi- 
nation of its work with that of other Conference committees when 
cooperative efforts were essential; and 


WHEREAS, Judge Hunter consistently presided over his 
Committee's meetings with commendable efficiency, good humor, 
and total faimess, ensuring the opportunity for each of its members 
to be heard, and managed the work of the Committee and the 
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reporting of its recommendations to the Judicial Conference of the 
United States with distinction and accuracy; and 


WHEREAS, Judge Hunter, in his many presentations of 
testimony to Congress, reflected great credit upon himself, the 
Committee, the Judicial Conference, and the entire federal 
judiciary; and 


WHEREAS, the dependably successful performance of the 
Committee's role, during an especially demanding era, was due in 
major part to the wise guidance and outstanding leadership of 
Judge Hunter, 


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED 


That the Judicial Conference of the United States, assembled 
this 21st day of September, 1987, unanimously adopts this Resolu- 
tion in Recognition of the Services of the Honorable Elmo B. 
!'ynter. 


ELECTION 


The Conference elected to membership on the Board of the 
Federal Judicial Center Bankruptcy Judge Robert E. Ginsberg (for a term 
of four years to succeed Bankruptcy Judge Martin V.B. Bostetter, Jr., 
whose term expired on October 1, 1987). 


PRETERMISSION OF TERMS 
OF THE COURTS OF APPEALS 


Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48, the Conference approved the preter- 
mission of terms of the following United States Courts of Appeals during 
the calendar year 1988: the Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit at 
Asheville, North Carolina; the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit at 
Los Angeles, California; and the Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit at 
Wichita, Kansas and Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 
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FUNDING 


All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expendi- 
ture of funds for implementation were approved by the Conference 
subject to the availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the 
Conference might establish for the use of available resources. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


The Conference authorized tiw immediate release of matters 
considered at this session where necessary for legislative or administra- 


Chief Justice of the United States 
Presiding 


October 7, 1987 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURTS 
1987 


To: The Chief Justice of the United States, Chairman, and 
Members of the Judicial Conference of the United States 


This report was prepared in accordance with Title 28, United 

States Code, Section 604(a)(3). It summarizes the business of the 
Federal courts and the activities of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts for the twelve-month period ended June 30, 1987. 
This report contains the following subdivisions: 

@ Judicial Business 

@ Judicial Appropriations and Personnel 

@ Legislation and Public Affairs 

@ Administrative Office Activities 


@ Report of Complaints Filed and Actions Taken 
Under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 


@ Report of Fees and Expenses Awarded Under the 
Equal Access to Justice Act of 1980 


All references to "year" in this report apply to the twelve-month 
period ended June 30 of the year specified unless stated otherwise. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS 
U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
Twelve Regional Courts of Appeals 


During the year, the workload in the regional courts of appeals 
increased at moderate levels. New appeals totaled 35,176 cases in 
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1987 compared to 34,292 cases in 1986. With this 3 percent growth, 
tilings per authorized three-judge panel rose to 676 appeals, the highest 
since 1984 when there were 716 filings per panel. Although terminations 
rose to an all-time high of 34,444, the rate of increase declined consider- 
ably from 8 percent in 1986 to 2 percent in 1987. Since filings exceeded 
terminations during the year, the overall pending caseload grew 3 
percent to 26,008 appeals. The number of appeals pending on the 
general docket for more than one year increased 7 percent from 5,203 in 
1986 to 5,569 in 1987. As a percentage of the total pending caseload, 
these appeals remained relatively constant at 21 percent. Detailed 
appeals data for each of the regional courts are provided in Appendix 
Tables B through B-7. Additional summary data are provided in Sup- 
plemental Tables S-1 through S-7. 


Table 1 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 


NOTE: Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. 


Among the various sources of appeal, state prisoner petitions 
showed the largest increase in filings, jumping 23 percent to 6,686 
petitions. More than one-fourth of this growth was reported in the Fifth 
Circuit, with most of that court's increase involving petitions originating 
from the Eastern and Southern Districts of Texas. Federal prisoner 
petitions also had a significant impact on the national growth rate, rising 
by 15 percent to 1,802 filings. The largest decline was in administrative 
agency filings, which dropped to their lowest level in 9 years. During 
1987, a total of 2,723 administrative agency appeals were cocketed in 
the regional courts compared to 3,187 cases in 1986. Much of this 
decrease occurred in three agencies: Environmental Protection Agency 
(down 156 cases); Immigration and Naturalization Service (down 141 
cases); and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (down 134 
cases). See Supplemental Table S-1 for data on appeals filed by circuit 
involving administrative agency decisions. Appeals of U.S. civil cases 
continued to decrease for the second consecutive year, down 2 percent 
to 6,292. A sizable drop in social security appeals contributed to this 
decline. 


Table 2 


Source of Appeals 
1986 and 1967 


1966 


5,134 


6,415 “1.9 


17,876 


977 
3,187 
703 


19,246 


1,040 
2,723 
615 


7.7 


6.4 


-14.6 
12.5 


"Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
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Of the 34,444 dispositions during the year, 18,502 (54 percent) 
were terminated on the merits by full panels of judges. This represents a 
slight 2 percent increase over the 18,199 merit terminations in 1986. All 
of this year's increase occurred in appeals disposed of after submission 
without oral argument, rising 8 percent from 8,306 terminations in 1986 
to 8,991 this year. There were substantial increases in these termina- 
tions in the Sixth Circuit (up 332) and the District of Columbia Circuit (up 
161). In contrast, appeals terminated after oral argument declined 4 
percemt in 1987 to 9,511 dispositions. The number of terminations after 
oral argument decreased in 7 of the 12 courts with many of the reduc- 
tions exceeding 10 percent. Nationally, cases terminated after oral 
argument comprised a little more than half (51 percent) of the total 
terminations on the merits during the year, down from 54 percent in 1986 
and 56 percent in 1985. Among the individual courts, the percentage of 
oral arguments ranged from a high of 76 percent in the Second Circuit to 
a low of 36 percent in the Fifth Circuit. See Supplemental Table S-2 for 
additional information on appeals disposed of after argument. Also, see 
Supplemental Table S-3 for information on appeals terminated on the 
merits. Of the total cases terminated on the merits, 83 percent were 
decided by resident active circuit judges, 10 percent by resident senior 
judges and 7 percent by visiting judges. During 1987, the percentage of 
participations by resident active judges increased while participations by 
visiting judges declined by relatively equal amounts. See Supplemental 
Table S-4 for additional data on total case participations in appeals 
terminated on the merits. 


A total of 13,253 appeals were terminated procedurally in the 
regional courts, up 4 percent from last year. Procedural dispositions by 
judges as well as by court staff increased this year, with each category 
rising by 4 percent. For appeals procedurally terminated by judges, the 
biggest change occurred in state prisoner petitions, which rose from 
1,679 appeals terminated in 1986 to 2,092 this year. More than half of 
these dispositions were based on the denial of the issuance of a certifi- 
cate of probable cause. 


Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 


The U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit reported a 16 
percent increase in new filings during the year, up from 1,163 cases in 
1986 to 1,351 cases in 1987. The biggest jump occurred in appeals 
from decisions of the Merit Systems Protection Board, rising by 138 
cases to 683 appeals. The number of requests for writs of mandamus 
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APPEALS COMMENCED AND PENDING 
1962 THROUGH 1987 


Number of Cases 
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and other extraordinary writs also had an impact on the overall tiling total 
in 1987. These filings rose by 49 cases during the year to a record high 
63 appeals. A total of 1,566 appeals were terminated in this court in 
1987, down 19 percent from the 1,939 terminations reported last year. 
The reduction in the number of appeals from the Merit Systems Protec- 
tion Board accounted for almost all of the overall decrease, dropping 34 
percem to 867 terminations. Although the total number of dispositions 
decreased from last year, they exceeded filings by 215 appeals causing 
the pending caseload to drop to its lowest level in three years. As of 
June 30, 1987, a total of 699 appeals were pending in the Federal 
Circuit, down significantly from the 914 pending in 1986 and 1,690 
pending in 1985. Detailed data on the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit are provided in Appendix Table G-2. 


Cases Under Submission 


Judges of the 13 courts of appeals and the Temporary Emer- 
gency Court of Appeals reported 1,163 cases under submission over 90 
days for the quarter ended June 30, 1987. This was a decrease of 55 
cases or 5 percent from the 1,218 cases reported for the same quarter in 
1986. Cases awaiting additional memoranda, briefs, or an opinion in 
another case are not included in this report. included are cases in which 
the proposed opinion is being circulated to panel members for comment, 
or a concurring or dissenting opinion is being written. The Ninth Circuit 
had the largest number of cases under submission with 231 cases. Six 
of the courts reported an increase in the number of cases held under 
submission at the end of June 1987 compared to the previous year and 
eight courts reported a decrease. The largest increase was in the 
Eleventh Circuit which reported 49 cases more than in 1986. Data for 
each circuit are provided in Supplemental Table S-7. 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
Civil Workload 


In 1987, civil filings fell to 228,982, a decrease of 6 percent 
compared to the 254,828 cases filed last year. There were 416 filings 
per authorized judgeship. This year's decrease marks the second 
decline in civil filings after eight years of sizeable increases. The rate of 
decline last year was 7 percent. The number of civil cases terminated 
dropped 11 percent this year to 238,000, down from the 266,765 
dispositions in 1986. With terminations nearly equal to filings, civil cases 
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pending increased marginally, from 242,177 to 243,159 as of June 30, 
1987. Likewise, the rise in the number of pending cases per authorized 
judgeship was slight, from 421 to 423. Summary civil data for the last 
eight years are provided in Table 3. Detailed data on civil cases filed, 
terminated, and pending are sliown in Appendix Tables C through C-6. 
Additional summary data are provided in Supplemental Tables S-8 


through S-14. 
Table 3 
Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
1980 through 1987 
Commenced 
et Cases 
ized Per 
Judge- Judge-| Termi- | Pend- 
Year | ships | Number; ship | nated ing 


1960......1 516 | 168,789 327 /|160,481 | 186,113 
1981......) 516 | 180,576 350 |177,975 | 186,714 


1986....... 0.0 6.2 46.2 -10.8 0.4 


A drop in civil filings involving the U.S. Government as either 
plaintiff or defendant was responsible for most of the overall decline in 
the civil filings in 1987. U.S. cases declined 22 percent from 91,830 in 
1986 to 72,022 this year. U.S. plaintiff cases fell 30 percent, down from 
60,779 to 42,653. Cases filed against the U.S. decreased 5 percent, 
from 31,051 to 29,369. Conversely, private suits increased this year 
from 162,998 to 166,960, up 2 percent. Cases arising under federal 
question jurisdiction rose marginally, from 98,747 to 99,301. Matters 
deriving jurisdiction from diversity of citizenship increased from 63,672 to 
67,071 cases, up 5 percem. Local question jurisdiction cases increased 
only slightly, from 579 to 588. Table 4 is a summary of the number of 
Civil cases filed, by jurisdiction, during each year ended June 30, 1980 


through 1987. 
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Table 4 
Civil Cases Filed By Jurisdiction 
1980 through 1987 


U.S. Cases 


39,315 
45,444 
50,555 
57,421 
56,856 
61,101 
63,672 
67,071 


The decline in U.S. Government cases was the direct result of a 
decrease in filings for recovery of overpayments of veterans’ benefits 
and defaulted student loans, and to a smaller degree, claims for benefits 
under the Social Security Act. Recovery of veterans’ benefits cases 
dropped 39 percent (down 13,502 cases) from 34,506 to 21,004. Filings 
to recover defaulted student loans fell at an even greater rate, from 
4,637 cases to 2,061 (down 56 percemt). The reduction in these two 
types of suits accounted for more than 89 percem of the decrease in 
U.S. plaintiff actions. Social Security Act cases fell 8 percent, from 
14,407 cases to 13,322 cases, and accounted for 65 percent of the 
decrease in U.S. defendant filings. Supplemental Tables S-9 and S-10 
provide data, by district, on recovery of overpayments and enforcement 
of judgment filings and Social Security Act filings. 
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Although there were decreases in several case types, there 
were significam increases in prisoner civil rights petitions (up 2,855 
cases), real property foreclosure suits (up 911 cases), and habeas 
corpus petitions (up 630 cases). Product liability suits overall rose 11 
percemt this year to 15,143. The entire increase in these cases resulted 
from a substantial rise in asbestos cases. Asbestos personal injury 
product liability cases rose from 5,463 filings in 1986 to 7,774, an 
increase of 42 percent. See Supplemental Table S-11 for more detail on 
product liability filings in 1987. 


The decrease in civil terminations, from 266,765 to 238,000 
cases, was highlighted by declines in dispositions for recovery of 
veterans’ overpayments (down 16,279 cases), Social Security Act claims 
(down 10,203 cases), and recovery of defaulted student loans (down 
4,794 cases). The largest increases in civil terminations were in prisoner 
civil rights petitions (up 2,789 cases), asbestos personal injury product 
liability claims (up 1,685 cases), and real property foreclosure suits (up 
1,563 cases). 


Excluding land condemnation cases, prisoner petitions and 
deportation reviews, the median time froin filing to disposition rose from 
seven months to eight months in 1987. In recent yeas, the large 
of dispositions for recovery of veterans’ benefits and student 
has had the effect of reducing the national median time by ap- 
ximately 2 months. The current reduction of terminations for these 
cases has resulted in a gradual climb in disposition time for the civil 
terminations caseload as a whole. Excluding the recovery cases, the 
overall median time from filing to disposition of civil cases was nine 
months in 1986 and nine months in 1987. 


The civil pending caseload increased less than one-half percent 
from 242,177 cases on June 30, 1986 to 243,159 cases this year. The 
largest decreases in the pending civil caseload were in recovery of 
veterans’ overpayments (down 3,673) and marine contract cases (down 
1,055). The greatest increase in any one category of pending cases was 
in asbestos personal injury product liability. Cases pending in this 
Category increased from 15,019 to 19,465, a growth of nearly 30 
percent. See Supplemental Table S-12 for more information on civil 
Cases pending by nature of suit. 
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1982 Through 1967 


BY STATE AND FEDERAL PRISONERS 


, compared to the 7 percent increase last year. 


, 782 civil cases pending three years or more as of June 
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TYPES OF CIVIL CASES COMMENCED 


TOTAL CIVIL CASES: 238,982 


Federal Prisoner Petitons: 1.§ 


erzonai Property Damage: 1.6% 


Criminal Workload 


Criminal filings (including transfers) rose from 41,490 in 1986 to 
43,292 in 1987, an increase of 4 percent. Criminal filings per authorized 
judgeship rose to 75. The number of criminal defendants also rose (up 3 
percent) to 58,742 for an average of 1.4 defendants per case. The 
district courts disposed of 42,287 criminal cases, 8 percent more than a 
year ago. Dispositions, however, were below the level of filings. 
Consequently, the pending caseload climbed 4 percent to 25,458 cases 
on June 30, 1987. Detailed data on the criminal workload can be found 
in Appendix Tables D-1, D-2, and D-3. Summary data for the last eight 


years are provided in Table 5. 
Table 5 
“riminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
1980 through 1987 
Commenced’ 
Author- Cases 
ized Per 
Judge- Judge-; Termi- | Pend- 
Year | ships | Number| ship | nated | ing 
1980....... 516 | 26,932 56 ,297 | 14,759 
1981....... 516 | 31,328 61 221 | 15,866 
1982....... 515 | 32,662 63 1,889 | 16,659 
1983....... 515 | 36,913 70 — 18,587 
1984....... 515 | 3.8645 72 19,938 
1986....... 575 | 39,500 69 ‘204 22,2992 
1986....... 575 | 41,490 72 ,328 | 24,453 
1987....... 575 | 43,292 75 ,287 | 25,458 
Percent Change 
1987 over 

1986....... 0.0 43 42 7.5 4.1 
‘Includes transters. 
2 Revised 
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The overall increase in criminal cases resulted primarily trom 
increased prosecutions for fraud, drunk driving, traftic offenses, and drug 
violations. Fraud prosecutions rose 10 percent (up 635 cases) primarily 
due to increases in postal fraud (up 347 cases) and fraud relating to 
lending institutions (up 262 cases). Filings in New York, Southern (298); 
New Jersey (220); Texas, Northern (229); Michigan, Eastern (241); 
California, Central (272); and Florida, Southern (263) accounted for 21 
percent of the fraud prosecutions this year. Drunk driving and traftic 
offenses rose 8 percent (up 557 cases) compared to a 9 percent decline 
in 1986. Approximately 69 percent of the drunk driving and traffic 
violations were filed in Missouri, Western (352); North Carolina, Eastern 
(709); Hawaii (1,039); Virginia, Eastern (1,431); and Georgia, Middle 
(1,910). Prosecutions under the Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act 
(DAPCA) rose 12 percent (up 976 cases) to 8,869 and now account for 
21 percent of all criminal case filings. These cases involved 17,120 
defendants, or approximately 30 percent of all criminal defendants. 
Within the drug category, prosecutions for marihuana violations rose 21 
percent (up 507 cases), narcotics violations (primarily cocaine and 
heroin) rose 9 percent (up 404 cases), and violations related to prescrip- 
tion drugs rose 8 percent (up 65 cases). Of the 8,869 DAPCA cases, 30 
percent of the filings were in Texas, Southern (772), Arizona (241), 
California, Southern (473) and Florida, Southern (591). Appendix Table 
D-3 provides, by district and offens a category, case filings during 1987. 


The number of criminal terminations rose nearly 8 percent this 
year to 42,287 cases and 54,168 defendants. The number of defen- 
dants convicted also increased 8 percent from 40,740 last year to 43,942 
this year. Both this year and last year, the conviction rate was 81 
percent. The large majority of the convictions (87 percent), as in 
previous years, resulted from guilty pleas. Of the 43,942 defendants 
convicted, over half (23,344 or 53 percent) were sentenced to imprison- 
ment. There were 17,556 defendants sentenced to regular prison terms 
which averaged 65.2 months. An additional 36 percent (16,023) of the 
convicted defendants were sentenced to probation terms which aver- 
aged 35.2 months, a slight decrease compared to the 35.5 months 
reported in 1986. Approximately 29 percent of the convictions this year 
(12,699 defendants) involved DAPCA violations. Other offense catego- 
ries for which a substantia! number of defendants were convicted include 
fraud (7,545), drunk driving and traffic offenses (5,394). Appendix 
Tables D-4 and D-5 provide by offense, and Appendix Table D-7 
provides, by district, the type of disposition and sentence for defendants 
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The median time interval this year from filing to disposition of 
each defendant was 3.4 months. The longest median time, 5.7 months, 
was for jury trial dispositions. The median time for court trial dispositions 
was 1.1 month, less than the time for dispositions by dismissals and 
guilty pleas. Georgia, Middle and North Carolina, Eastern each had an 
overall median of 0.1 month, the lowest of all districts. Appendix Table 


D-6 provides, by district, the median time from filing to disposition in 
1987. 


This year the excess of filings over terminations resulted in a 4 
percent increase of cases pending. Of the 25,458 cases pending, 63 
percent involved fraud, DAPCA violations, drunk driving, traffic and 
prisoner/custody escapes. The pending caseload increased for 53 
districts, decreased for 39 and remained the same for 2. Appendix 
Table D-8 provides, by district and offense category, the number of 
cases pending on June 30, 1987. 


There were 37,401 defendants in cases pending on June 30, 
1987. Over one third (37 percent) of these defendants were fugitives. 
Defendants in a triable status accounted for 50 percent or 18,783 of the 
defendants with cases pending. Slightly more than 10 percent (4,438) of 
the defendants in pending cases were awaiting sentence after trial or 
pleading guilty. 


Over 17,000 defendants (45.6 percent) had cases pending 5 
months or less. Defendants with cases pending over a year accounted 
for only 16 percent of the pending caseload or 5,800 defendants. 
Appendix Table D-10 provides by district, the status of defendants on 
June 30, 1987. 


Speedy Trial Compliance 


This year, 20 defendants had cases dismissed pursuant to Title 
18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a) of the Speedy Trial Act. In Florida, Southern, 
one defendant’s case was dismissed with prejudice (W/P) in the first 
interval, and seven defendants’ cases were dismissed without prejudice 
(W/O) in the second interval. Dismissals in the second interval account- 
ed for 95 percent of all cases dismissed pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. 
Section 3162(a). 


TERMINATED, AND PENDING 
1962 Through 1987 


ALL CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED, 
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All figures exclude transfers. 


“Escape from custody, aiding or abetting an escape, failure to appear in court, and bail jumping. 


Note 


Of the 19,830 defendants to whom interval one (arrest to 
indictment) applied, 97 percent or 19,129 were within the 30 day limit. In 
the second interval (from indictment to first appearance or trial), 95 
percent of the 50,494 defendants to whom speedy trial applied were in 
compliance with the 70 day limit. Appendix Table D-11 provides, by 
district, total defendants to whom speedy trial applied and the number of 
defendants complying with the Speedy Trial Act. 


Interval three refers to the time from conviction to sentencing. 
Akhough not sanctioned under the Speedy Trial Act, a 45 day limit was 
recommended by the Committee on the Administration of the Criminal 
Law of the Judicial Conference. This year, of the 43,765 convicted 
defendants to whom the Speedy Trial Act applied, approximately 56 
percent were sentenced in 45 days or less after conviction, with a 
median time of 21 days. Defendants sentenced after the 45 day limit 
represented 44 percent of the defendants, with a median time of more 
than two months (65 days). The overall median for sentencing this year 
was 42 days. Included in the 45 day sentencing period is time for 
observation and study, presentence report preparation, and re- 
apprehension of fugitives prior to sentencing. Appendix Table D-12 
shows, by district, the median time from conviction to sentencing for 
1987. 


Trials 


For the purposes of this report, a trial is considered to be a 
contested proceeding before a court or jury where evidence is 
introduced. In 1987, the number of trials completed in the U.S. district 
courts continued to drop for the fifth consecutive year, decreasing 1 
percent to 19,985. Fewer completions were shown in both criminal and 
civil trials, dropping by 2 percent and 1 percent, respectively. Non-jury 
trials accounted for all of the overall decline, decreasing 5 percent to 
10,509. In contrast, jury trials grew by 4 percent during the year to a 
record high 9,476. The ratio of jury trials was larger this year, rising by 
more than two points to 47 percent. 


Longer trials (those lasting 4 days or more) increased during the 
year, jumping 5 percent from 4,913 in 1986 to 5,137 in 1987. Among 
these trials, those lasting 4 to 9 days showed the largest yearly growth, 
rising by 197 to 4,277 completions. Proceedings which continued for 20 
days or more also grew substantially du: 19 the year to a record high 


Vie 


222 trials. Criminal! trials comprised the majority of the 20 day or more 
trials with almost all of them (97 percent) involving a jury. Of these 20 
day or more trials, the largest numbers involved drug law offenses (39 
trials) and fraud offenses (32 trials). Among the various district courts, 
the Southern District of New York reported the longest completed trial in 
five years. This criminal jury proceeding, which was completed in March, 
lasted a total of 274 trial days and involved various narcotic violations. 


During 1987, the overall median time interval from issue to trial 
in civil cases completed in the U.S. district courts remained unchanged 
for the seventh straight year at 14 months. liowever, this interval 
changed slightly among the types of trial with non-jury proceedings 
decreasing and jury proceedings increasing. Detailed trials data for the 
U.S. district courts are provided in Appendix Tables C-7 through C-10. 


Cases and Motions Under Advisement 


For the quarter ended June 30, 1987, U.S. district court judges 
reported a total of 2,559 cases and motions under advisement over 60 
days. This figure is 16 percent below the number reported for the same 
quarter in 1986 and does not include matters awaiting additional 
memoranda or briefs or cases assigned to a special master. For this 
quarter 680 judges (including 159 senior judges) reported, an increase of 
3 percent over the number of judges reporting for the same quarter last 
year. Forty-nine percent of the reporting judges had cases and motions 
under advisement over 60 days for an average of eight per judge. 


The circuits with the largest numbers of cases and motions 
under advisement were the Sixth, the Seventh, and the Eleventh. As 
shown in Supplemental Table S-20, a total of 459 cases and motions 
had been held more than one year on June 30, 1987. 


Weighted Filings Per Authorized Judgeship 


Although raw filings declined 6 percent to 465 per judgeship in 
1987, weighted filings remained constant at 461 per judgeship. (See 
Supplemental Table S-21). The overall decline in raw filings was a result 
of the continued drop in recovery of overpayments of veterans’ benefits 
and the recovery of defaulted student loans (down 16,078 cases). 
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These cases, however, have a weight of 0.0326 and account for a drop 
of only 524 weighted filings nationwide. Declines in more heavily 
weighted cases such as marine contract actions (down 1,525 cases) and 
civil rights suits (down 343 cases) were offset by increases in asbestos 


personal injury product liability suits (up 2,311 cases) and drug prosecu- 
tions (up 976 cases). 


Appendix Tables X-1 (includes all civil and criminal cases) and 
X-1A (excludes misdemeanor cases) provide, by district, weighted and 
unweighted filings per authorized judgeship. For a further discussion of 
the weighted caseload and its history in the Federal courts, see the 1980 
Annual Report of the Director. 


Petit Jurors 


Continuing a five year upward trend, the number of jury trial days 
rose 6 percent from 41,945 in 1986 to 44,511 in 1987. Civil trial days 
rose 12 percent and now account for 57 percent of the total. As a result 
of the overall increase in jury trial days, the total number of juror days 
also rose by 4 percent to 732,039. Slightly less than half of these juror 
days were needed for selection of juries. Overall, 31 percent of the 
jurors present for jury selection were selected while another 37 percent 
were challenged. Slightly more than 32 percent were not selected or 
challenged, an improvement of 2 percentage points over last year. This 
latter category includes many jurors summoned to ensure sufficient 
jurors for anticipated challenges which were, in fact, never exercised. 
On the average, there were 31 jurors present for each jury selection in 
1987, down 1 juror from prior years. Table 6 provides a summary of petit 
juror activity over the last six years. 


In recent years, attention has focused on the not selected, 
serving, or challenged category. During 1987, 56 districts improved 
(reduced) their percentage of jurors in this category. Utah improved by 
18 percentage points primarily due to fewer last minute cancellations of 
jury trials and its elimination of separate orientation sessions for prospec- 
tive jurors. Ten other districts improved by at least 10 percentage points. 
The percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged ranged 
from a low of less than 2 percent in Alabama, Southern to a high of 53 
percent in New York, Northern. Appendix Table J-2 summarizes, by 
district, jury selection day activity during 1987. 
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Once again, Oklahoma, Eastem reported the highest percent- 
age of jurors selected (61 percent) due to its extensive use of the 
multiple voir dire method of selecting jurors. In contrast, because of the 
large number of multi-defendant and highly publicized trials and numer- 
ous last minute jury selection cancellations, New Jersey reported the 
lowesi percentage of jurors selected with 16 percent. Further juror data, 
including estimated juror expenditures and the total amount of juror costs 
assessed to parties who settled or waived a jury trial at the last minute, 
will appear in the 1987 Grand and Petit Juror Service in the U.S. 
District Courts report. 


/9 


United States District Courts 


PETIT JUROR SERVICE 


Twetve Month Period Ended June 30, 1967 


Note Tharty-one peopte are picthwed because the average number of purors present for jury selection 1 1987 was 31 | 


NOT SELECTED, SERVING, OR CHALLENGED = 32.1% 


“Does not inciude those jurors reported in (/ ave! status. 


Grand Jurors 


Although the number of grand juries serving in 1987 remained 
virtually the same, overall grand jury activity declined for the third 
consecutive year. Compared to 1986, the number of grand jury sessions 
declined 3 percent, the number of hours in session declined 2 percent, 
and the number of jurors in session declined 3 percent. On the average, 
nearly 20 jurors attended each session for slightly more than 5 hours. 
Table 7 contains a summary of grand jury activity for the last eight years. 


Table 7 


National Grand Juror Statistics 
1980 through 1967 
Jurors Hours Proceedings Detendants 
Commenced indicted 
by indicement 
Junes | Sessions Average Average Average 
Sen Con Per Per Oeten- Per 
Year mg ered Total ~=| Seasion | Total | Session | Cases | dants Seemo.. 
1980.......... ape 10,338 206,627 20.0 4163 §2 16,528 25,612 2.4 
1981... | 738 10,907 210,260 20.0 3.278 §3 17,246 27,367 2.4 
1982.......... 738 10,508 210,213 20.0 500 53 18 462 29,385 2.80 
1983.......... 732 11,187 222,980 20.0 708 065.3 20,108° 31,742 26 
1984... 741 11,606 732.844 19.7 61425 52 20,006" 33,781 2.06 
1986.......... 762 11,584 228,786 19.8 614% 53 21,670 35,121 3.03 
1986... 792 11,366 223,808 19.7 os0e 53 23,372" =: 37,787 3.32 
1987.......... 787 11,091 216,285 96 930 54 24,080 38,322 3 @ 
"Revieed 


Despite the decline in activity, the number of defendants 
proceeded against by indictment rose 1 percent indicating that the grand 
jury process is being used more efficiently. As a result, the average 
number of defendants indicted per grand jury session climbed from 3.32 
in 1986 to 3.48 in 1987. The increased efficiency is due, in large part, to 
the Department of Justice’s recent policy (effective July 31, 1986) 
restricting grand jury usage. Specifically, U.S. attorneys were directed to 
1) limit the number of regular grand juries impaneled (special grand 
juries were exempted); and 2) schedule a minimum of six hours of 
business for each grand jury session convened. 
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Appendix Table J-1 summarizes, by district, grand juror activity 
during 1987. Once again, New York, Southern recorded the most grand 
juror activity with 1,033 sessions convened, 20,180 jurors in session, 
and 3,915 hours in session. The five busiest districts in terms of the 
number of grand jury sessions (New York, Southern; Florida, Southern; 
New York, Eastern; Massachusetts; and California, Central) accounted 
for 29 percent of all the sessions convened during 1987. Conversely, 
Wyoming held only 10 grand jury sessions throughout the year. 


Three-Judge Court Hearings 


Over the past two years, the volume of three-judge district court 
hearings has increased slightly but hearings still totaled only 20 during 
1987. The majority of hearings (19) were in civil rights cases. Of these 
hearings, 17 were cases involving voting rights issues and 2 concerned 
other civil rights areas: welfare and constitutionality of a state statute. In 
1987, only one case was heard on reapportionment compared to 42 in 
1982. See Supplemental Table S-22. 


Three-judge court hearings have dropped 90 percent since 
legislation was passed in June 1976 reducing requirements for designat- 
ing three-judge courts. Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2284 requires that a 
district court of three judges be designated by the chief judge of the 
Circuit to hear cases challenging the apportionment of congressional 
districts or statewide legislative bodies and other actions required by 
Statute. Three-judge court hearings are often requested for cases 
involving voting and other civil rights issues. 


Passport and Naturalization 


Passport applications accepted by the U.S. district courts have 
consistently declined since 1970, which was a landmark year when 
473,270 passports were processed. Since that time, the declining 
numbers are due to the fact that fewer district courts process passport 
applications as the function has been assumed by specially designated 
U.S. post offices, regional passport offices, and state courts. In 1987, a 
total of five district courts processed 696 passport applications. This 
was a 65 percent decrease from the 1,996 passport applications 
processed by eight district courts in 1986. The Western District of 
Michigan processed 557 applications or 80 percent of all passports 
processed by district courts in 1987. 
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During the past year, the Immigration and Naturalization Service 
(INS) continued its goal of naturalizing as many applicants for citizenship 
as possible. During 1987, a total of 219,693 petitions were filed for 
naturalization and 260,885 aliens were naturalized in the district courts. 
Compared to 1986, petitions for naturalization declined 73,559 or 25 
percent, while the number of persons nawralized rose 8,206 or 3 
percent. 


The Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986, P.L. 99-603, 
was signed into law on November 6, 1986. This legislation affects aliens 
who illegally entered the U.S. prior to 1982 and who apply for temporary 
resident status. These aliens will not have an impact on the passport/ 
naturalization data until about 1990 when they become eligible to petition 
for citizenship. 


Supplemental Table S-23 summarizes passport and naturaliza- 
tion statistics for selected years between 1970 and 1987. Appendix 
Table P-1 provides this data by district for 1987. 


OTHER FEDERAL COURTS 


Temporary Emergency Court of Appeais 


The Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals (TECA) began 
operating on December 22, 1971. This court litigates all appeals from 
the U.S. disirict courts in cases arising under Section 4(e) of the Eco- 
nomic Stabilization Act of 1971, the Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act 
of 1973, the Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975, and the 
Emergency Natural Gas Act of 1977. 


During 1987, the workload decreased significantly in the Tempo- 
rary Emergency Court of Appeals. Filings continued their downward 
trend, dropping a sizable 67 percent from 33 appeals in 1986 to only 11 
appeals in 1987. Also, fewer terminations were reported during the year, 
down 11 cases to 32 appeals. Due to the large reduction in filings, the 
pending caseload dropped to 9 appeals on June 30, 1987. This total 
represents a substantial decline from the 30 appeals pending one year 


ago. 
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Special Court - Regional Rail Reorganization 


The Special Court was established by the Regional Rail Reor- 
ganization Act of 1973 (Rail Act). Under the Rail Act the court's primary 
role was to determine the value of properties transferred by seven 
principal bankrupt railroads and numerous other transferor railroads in 
the Northeast and Midwest region. The Rail Act also provided exclusive 
jurisdiction over certain civil actions enumerated in Section 209(e). 


In August 1981, the Northeast Rail Service Act of 1981 (NRSA) 
was enacted as Subtitle E of Title X! of the Omnibus Budget Reconcilia- 
tion Act of 1981. Section 1152(a) of NRSA provides additional exclusive 
jurisdiction in the Special Court. A considerable amount of litigation 
speedily arose and, in May 1982, pursuant to Section 1152(d) of NRSA, 
the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation assigned three additional 
judges to the Special Court to handle litigation under NRSA. In October 
1986, the Conrail Privatization Act was enacted as Subtitle A of Title IV 
of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1986. Subsections 4025(b) 
and 4033(c)(1)(A) provide additional exclusive jurisdiction in the Special 
Court. The court is presently divided into two panels of three judges 
each, with one member of the Court sitting on both panels. The General 
Panel continues to exercise jurisdiction found in the Rail Act, while the 
Section 1152 Panel exercises jurisdiction over the cases arising under 
NRSA and under the Conrail Privatization Act. 


In proceedings arising under its original and exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, the Special Court reported eight cases filed and nine terminated 
during the year, leaving 26 civil actions pending as of June 30, 1987. Of 
the new cases filed, seven were based on jurisdiction under Section 
1152(a) of NRSA and one case was based on jurisdiction under the 
Conrail Privatization Act. 


Judicial Panel on Muitidistrict Litigation 


The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation acted upon 900 civil 
actions pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 during the twelve- 
month period ended June 30, 1987. The Panel transferred 459 cases 
Originally filed in 63 different district courts to 24 transferee districts for 
inclusion in coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings with 441 
actions already pending in the transferee districts. The Panel denied 
transfer of 55 actions. 
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Since creation of the Panel in 1968, there have been 15,926 civil 
actions centralized for preirial proceedings. As of June 30, 1987, there 
had been 14,074 actions remanded for trial, reassigned within the 
transferee district, or terminated in the transferee court. At the und of 
this year, there were 1,852 actions pending throughout 39 transferee 
district courts. 


Supplemental tables S-24 and S-25 provide statistics on the 
number of cases transferred since the Panel was created, anc ‘ive flow 
of cases into and out of the districts during the current year ana cumula- 
tive since 1968. Information on specific cases may be obtained from the 
Judicial Panel on Muttidistrict Litigation. 


United States Claims Court 


During the court year, October 1, 1986, to September 30, 1987, 
the U.S. Claims Court disposed of 669 complaints representing 22,797 
Claimants and members of the class. Except for a number of these 
cases, in which no given amounts were claimed, the total amount 
Claimed was $1,427,291,656. Of the cases disposed of, the U.€ Claims 
Court rendered judgments for claimants in the sum of $266,164,456 of 
which $88,607,121 carried interest. A number of these judgments were 
based on settlements between the parties. Also, the U.S. Claims Court 
rendered judgments for the United States on counterclaims or offsets ..: 
the amount of $4,807,872. The cc’ rt, under its non-monetary jurisdic- 
tion, disposed of the following casus: 7 tax exempt and 15 contract 
cases seeking injunctive or declaratory relief. Each January pursuant to 
Title 28 U.S.C. Section 791(c), the Clerk transmits to the Congress a 
report of the business of the Court showing the names of the claimants, 
nature of the claim, and the disposition thereof. Additional data on the 
work of the Court are provided in Appendix Tables G-3a and G-3b. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT APPOINTMENTS 


During 1987, there were 63,687 appointments of counsel under 
the Criminal Justice Act. This represents an increase of 9 percent over 
the 58,444 appointments in 1986. Appointments of private attorneys 
rose 6 percent to 29,200. Representations by Federal defender or- 
ganizations rose nearly 9 percent to 34,502 and now account for more 
than 54 percent of all appointments. 
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The overall rise in representations by Federal defender or- 
ganizations was primarily due to a rise in assignments for repre- 
semtations of appeals, probation/parole revocation hearings, and motions 
to correct or reduce sentence. These representations rose 14 percent to 
12,260. Criminal representations rose 6 percent from 20,975 in 1986 to 
22,242 in 1987. California, Southern continues to report the largest 
number of case openings with 7,523 cases, 766 more cases than 
reported last year. This office alone accounted for almost 30 percent of 
the overall increase in openings. Federal defenders disposed of 33,676 
cases, up 8 percent from 1986 with the Southern District of California 
leading in the number of closings with 7,408. Since new appointments 
outnumbered dispositions, the pending caseload grew 9 p: cent to 9,757 
cases on June 30, 1987. See Table 8 for a summary of representations 
by public defenders for the last five years. 


Table 6 
Representations by Federal Public and Community Defender Organizations 
1983 through 19867 
Percent 
Change 
Representations 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 | 1967/1966 
a 

OMICOS OPO PABION ooo. oceceens 40 a 4 40 4 

Tote! Representations 
COBOS OPO oreciecssscssesnensennennes 26,361 29,077 20,585 31,744 34,502 8.7 
ee 25.879 28,308 20,147 31,191 33,676 6.0 
POMDING OF SUMO BD ooo... ccccccsccsseeenenneens 7,261 7940 8,378 8,931 9,757 9.2 

Criminal Representations 
Cases Opened oven a 17810 19.113 19307 20975 22,242 6.0 
Cases Closed erampmaneannas 17,476 16,630 16978 20,749 21,787 5.0 
P@NING OF SUMO BD ooo cece 4,276 4,759 5,068 §,314 5,769 66 

Other Representations’ 
CaSOS Op@Med. oe oovcseereesreen 8,571 9.964 10,278 10,769 12,260 13.8 
Co ee 8,403 9.768 10,169 10,442 11,889 13.9 
P@NGDING OF SUMO BO ooo cccccsecersreneens 2,985 3,181 3,290 3,617 3,988 10.3 


‘Includes appeals, probatior/parole revocation hearings, and motions to correct or reduce sentence. 


Appendix Table K-1 provides detailed statistics on the case 
activity of each defender office during 1987. The statistics in this table 
cover only those representations provided by Federal public/community 
defenders and, therefore, exclude representations by private panel 
attorneys under the Criminal Justice Act of 1964. Those statistics are 
available in the Report to the United States Judicial Conference Commit- 
tee to Implement the Criminal Justice Act. 
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Criminal Justice Act 
Number of Pereons Represented 
1962 Through 1967 
Persone represented by Federal Public or Community Delenders 


Persons represented by private pane! attorneys 


Otetict Courts 


Courts of Appeals 


GEST ETI NR ARARARRARARAAR 
SEsiseeasereses 


1982 1963 1984 1086 1966 1087 


1962 1963 1984 1985 1088 1987 


Nol 
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Note: Representations by Federal Defenders exctude court directed prisoner representations of inmates in the 
U.S. Medical Center for Federal Prisoners at Springfield, Meseur'. 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS 


Filings under the Bankruptcy Code continued to rise in 1987, up 
more than 17 percent to 561,278. The rate of increase, however, is 
considerably less than the rate of increase (31 percent) recorded in 
1986. Both business and non-business bankruptcies increased over last 
year. Business bankruptcies rose 16 percent from 76,281 in 1986 to 
88,278 in 1987, but still account for less than 16 percent of all 
bankruptcies. Non-business bankruptcies rose at a faster rate, up nearly 
18 percent to an all-time high of 473,000. 


Chapter 7 liquidations accounted for most of the overall 
increase, rising 20 percent to 397,548 (up 64,873 petitions). Chapter 13 
adjustments rose 13 percent to 136,300 (up 15,574 petitions). In 
contrast, Chapter 11 reorganizations declined almost 8 percent to 
22,564. There were 4,824 filings under the new Chapter 12 (effective 
November 26, 1986) which allows family farmers with regular annual 
income to file for bankruptcy and initiate a debt adjustment plan. 


The bankruptcy courts terminated 481,351 bankruptcy petitions 
during 1987, more than 34 percent above the number terminated last 
year. Despite the substantial rise in terminations, the pending caseload 
rose 11 percent reaching 808,504 on June 30, 1987. Data on 
bankruptcy petitions filed, terminated, and pending, by district, are 
shown in Appendix Tables F1 and F2. Summary data for the last six 
years are provided in Tables 9 and 10. 


In contrast to the large increase in bankruptcy petitions, ad- 
versary proceedings arising from the petitions dropped nearly 7 percent 
to 60,164 in 1987. Tne number of adversary proceedings terminated in 
bankruptcy courts was also lower this year, by nearly 9 percent, but 
exceeded the number oi cases filed. As a result, the pending caseload 
fell 6 percent to 96,424 on June 30, 1987. Appendix Table F-8 provides 
additional data on the number of adversary proceedings filed, ter- 
minated, and pending by district. 
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1962 ....| 367,666 | 311,443 66,423 | 268,243 | 461,267 
1963 ....| 374,734 | 304,916 69,618 | 206,715 | 537,306 
1984 ....|344,275 | 261,755 62,520 | 304,014 | 577,567 
1965 ....| 364,536 | 297,685 66,651 | 333,158 | 606,945 
1986 ....| 477,856 | 401,575 76,261 | 358,224 | 728,577 
1987 ....| 561,278 | 473,000 68,278 | 481,351 | 808,504 
Percemt Change 

1987 over 

1986 .... 17.5 17.8 15.7 34.4 11.9 

Table 10 
Filings, by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code 
1982 through 1987 
Chapter 

Year Total 7 11 12° 13 | Other 
1982 ....| 367,866 | 255.095 14,058 - 98,705 8 
1983 ....| 374,734 | 251,319 21,206 - 102,201 8 
1984 ....| 344,275 | 232,778 20,023 - 91,460 13 
1985 ....| 364,536 | 244,647 21,420 - 98,452 17 
1986 ....| 477,856 | 332,675 24,442 - 120,726 13 
1987 ....| 561,278 | 297,548 22,564 4824 136,300 42 


“Chapter 12, which deals with family farmer debt adjustment, 
became effective November 26, 1986. 
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BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED 
1982 Through 1967 
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MAGISTRATES 


United States Magistrates disposed of 466,078 cases and other 
matters in 1987, an increase of 2 percent over last year. Compared to 
1986, each of the four general areas where magistrates provide signiti- 
cam services to the U.S. district courts showed increased activity. 
Summary data on the workload of the magistrates for 1977 and 1981 
through 1987 are provided in Table 11. Supplemental Table S-25 
provides data on the number of matters disposed of by full-time and 
part-time magistrates. Additional data on the workload of magistrates, 
by district, are provided in Appendix Tables M-1 through M-5. 
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During 1987, magistrates disposed of 95,988 misdemeanor 
cases, an increase of 4.0 percent over the previous year. The disposi- 
tions in misdemeano: cases resulted in 63,566 convictions and 32,422 
dismissals or acquittals. A total of 13,857 misdemeanor trials were 
completed, including 221 jury trials. The misdemeanor caseload 
included 83,092 petty offense cases and 12,896 misdemeanor cases 
other than petty offenses. Supplemental Table S-26 shows the number 
of misdemeanor cases disposed of by U.S. magistrates from 1983 
through 1987, classitied by type of offense. Supplemental Table S-27 
indicates the ten districts with the highest numbers of misdemeanor 


cases disposed of by magistrates during 1987. 


The number of preliminary proceedings conducted by U.S. 
magistrates in felony cases during the year increased by 2.3 percent, 
from 131,070 last year to 134,091 this year. Arrest warrant applications 
considered by magistrates increased from 12,753 in 1986 to 12,926 in 
1987; the number of requests for summonses increased from 1,631 to 
2,057; and search warrant applications rose from 11,202 to 11,744 for 
the same period. The number of initial appearances before magistrates 
in felony cases increased from 45,385 last year to 45,571 for 1987. This 
included 40,979 appearances under rules 5, 9, and 40 of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure, 2,210 material witness appearances and 
2,382 probationer appearances. Magistrates reported 7,140 applications 
for review of bail determinations during the year, a 3.8 percent increase 
from the 6,876 applications reported last year. Magistrates also con- 
ducted 9,708 detention hearings during the year compared with 9,444 
last year. Preliminary examinations conducted by magistrates increased 
from 5,588 to 6,104 during this period. This total includes preliminary 
hearings for 850 probationers alleged to have violated conditions of 
probation and 1,040 preliminary hearings pursuant to rule 40 of the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. During the year, magistrates 
conducted 28,827 arraignments under rule 10 of the Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure, a 3.9 percent increase from 27,734 arraignments 
conducted last year. Magistrates accepted returns following 4,110 
separate grand jury sessions. Magistraies also reported a total of 5,904 
other duties pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(a), including 2,939 
judgment debtor hearings, 843 applications for administrative inspection 
warrants, 814 requests for orders of entry, and 163 deposition 
proceedings. 
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In 89 of the 92 districts covered by the Federal Magistrates Act, 
magistrates reported 41,515 “additional duties” in criminal cases pur- 
suant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b). This represents an increase of 
3.0 percent over the 40,311 such duties completed last year. 
Magistrates reviewed 31,250 contested pretrial motions in 79 districts, 
including 22,886 non-case-dispositive motions decided by written orders, 
5,493 non-case-dispositive motions decided by full written opinions and 
2,871 case-dispositive motions in which they submitted proposed 
findings and recommendations pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
636(b)(1)(B). 


Magistrates in 61 districts conducted a total of 1,452 evidentiary 
hearings, and magistrates in 46 districts conducted a total of 3,622 
criminal pretrial conferences or omnibus hearings during the year. 
Magistrates also completed 5,191 other duties in criminal cases under 
authority of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b). These included writs, final 
probation revocation hearings, calendar calls, appeals conferences, and 
voir dire of prospective jurors for felony trials. 


During 1987, magistrates in all 92 districts covered by the 
Federal Magistrates Act reported “additional duties" in non-prisoner civil 
cases pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b) and completed 162,512 
such matters during the year. This represents a slight increase from the 
162,389 matters handied last year. Magistrates in 89 districts, reviewed 
102,499 contested pretrial motions in civil cases including 81,550 
non-case-dispositive motions decided by written orders, 13,172 non- 
Case-dispositive motions decided by full written opinions, and 7,777 
Case-dispositive motions in which they submitted proposed findings and 
recommendations to the court pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
636(b)(1)(B). Magistrates in 88 districts conducted 45,167 pretrial 
conferences in civil cases assigned to district judges, including 15,264 
initial pretrials, 11,743 discovery conferences, 10,057 settlement 
conferences, and 8,103 final pretrial conferences. Magistrates in 44 
districts completed 1,509 special master references during the year, a 
39.9 percent increase over the 1,079 completed in 1986. The special 
master references included 216 E.E.0.C. (Title Vil) cases, 116 cases 
referred to determine damages, and 92 references to determine attor- 
ney’s fees. Magistrates in 77 districts handled 6,714 Social Security 
appeals, a decrease of 42.4 percent from the 11,646 handled last year. 
Magistrates in 71 districts conducted 1,532 evidentiary hearings in 
non-prisoner civil cases during the year. In addition, magistrates 
handled 2,173 civil calendar calls, 328 |.R.S. enforcement proceedings, 
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selected 586 civil juries for district judges, presided over 386 naturaliza- 


tion proceedings, and completed 1,618 other civil matters assigned to 
them by district judges. 


During 1987, magistrates in 85 districts submitted reports and 
recommendations in 27,002 prisoner cases, a 13.1 percent increase 
from the 23,875 reports submitted last year. This year’s total included 
11,026 reports filed after an initial review of the petition, 14,775 following 
a full review, and 1,201 following a full review and an evidentiary Nearing 
conducted by the magistrate. The prisoner caseload handied by the 
magistrates during the year included 2,589 federal habeas petitions, 
7,184 state habeas petitions, and 17,229 civil rights cases. 


During 1987, magistrates in 76 districts disposed of 4,970 civil 
cases with the consent of the parties pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
636(c). This represents a slight increase over the 4,960 cases disposed 
of by magistrates last year. The 4,970 civil consent cases included 459 
jury trials, 503 non-jury trials, and 4,008 cases terminated without a trial. 


DUTIES PERFORMED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
1967 


TOTAL (ALL MATTERS): 466,078 


Offenses: (17.8%) 


a * ‘ ran Petty): (2.8%) 


Appearances: (9.8%) 


: (6.2%) 
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During 1987, the number of persons received for supervision 
(excluding transfers) by U.S. probation offices rose by 902 (2 percent) to 
38,486. Last year's total of 37,583 had been an increase of 2,384 
persons received, or 7 percent. The number of persons removed from 
supervision also increased (up 2 percent) to 34,704 but remained well 
below the number received. As a result, the number of persons under 
supervision climbed 5 percent over the 69,656 from one year ago to an 
all-time high of 73,432 on June 30, 1987. Detailed data concerning the 
probation workload are provided in Appendix Tables E-1 through E-7. 
Summary data are provided in Tables 12 and 13, and further detail is 
provided in Supplemental Tables S-29 through S-32. 


Table 12 
Persons Under Supervision of 
the Federal Probation System 

1980 through 1967 


As shown in Table 13, the number of probationers received on 
judge-imposed terms rose 6 percent to 16,726, nearly 1,000 more than 
were received last year. These cases accounted for 43 percent of all 
persons received for supervision this year. Supplemental Table S-29 
illustrates that the greatest increase was in those receiving longer terms 
of 37 months or more. As a rasuit, the number of judge probationers 
under supervision at the end | the year rose 2,866 (7 percent) to 


42,386. 
Table 13 
Persons Under Supervision of Federal Probation System 
by Type of Supervision 
1986 and 1967 
Received Under 
Type of 1986 on! @ 1986 | 1987 Per- 
Supervision Num- | Num- cent Num-| Num- | cent 
ber ber ber ber | Change 
ee 37,583 36.486| 2.4 s 73,432 5.4 
JUGGe Promation oo... cccccccsesees 15,796 16.726; 5.9 (39,520 42,386 7.3 
Magistrate Probation 0.0... cece 6,590 6,089; -5.8 |10,956 11,213 | 23 
Pretrial DIV@FBION 00... ooo occeeccceeeeee 2,077 1,476/ -26.9 | 2,149 1,425 | -33.7 
CC 5,913 6,250; 5.7 /|11,241 11,679 3.9 
Mandatory Release oo... 2,894 3,399/ 17.4 | 1,648 2,040 | 23.6 
an 363 412/| 13.5 476 547 | 14.9 
Se 1950 2.134) 94 | 3,666 4,142 | 13.0 
Exctuding transfers 


The number of probationers received from U.S. magistrates 
declined 501 to 8,089 while persons received on conditions of pretrial 
diversion declined 601 to 1,476. The declines in these two types of 
cases accounted for the moderation in the rate of increase for persons 
received overall. The latter decrease occurred because of the transfer of 
pretrial diversion supervision cases from probation offices to pretrial 
services agencies. For probationers received from U.S. magistrates, this 
was the first decline since 1980 when there were 4,589 received for 
supervision. Despite this decline, the total under U.S. magistrate 
probation supervision rose 2 percent to 11,213 as a result of a reduction 
in the number removed from supervision. 
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The number received for mandatory release supervision during 
1987 increased 17 percent to 3,399. Likewise, the number under 
mandatory release supervision rose 24 percent to 2,040. The other 
types of receipts from prisons rose more moderately, witn concurrent 
increases in persons under supervision by year's end. 


Although the increase in the total received was moderate, the 
number received for drug offenses rose 16 percent to 10,522, repre- 
senting 28 percent of the total (see Supplemental Table S-31). The 
biggest rise was in narcotics offenders. There were 5,829 persons 
received for supervision after narcotics violations, an increase of 1,006 
over last year’s total. Narcotics offenders comprised 16 percent of all 
persons received for supervision this year. 


The overall total of persons removed from supervision this year 
was 34,716. As shown in Appendix Table E-7, when deaihs, statistical 
removals, and persons compieting terms from which they had a prior 
removal are exciuded the total becomes 30,919. Of this adjusted total, 
24,213 (78 percent) were removed without violation. Last year 24,504 
Cases were removed without violation, which was 80 percent of the total. 


The 6,706 cases made inactive for violations was an increase of 
nearly 400 over last year’s violation total. Supplemcatal Table S-32 
shows thai the overall rate of violations rose from 21 percent to 22 
percem this year. The violation rate for judge probationers rose from 18 
percent in 1986 to 20 percent, with 2,416 violation removals this year. 
Supplemental Table S-30 indicates that 9,502 judge probationers 
completed their terms successfully this year, down 2 percent from 1986 
despite an increase in the rate of early terminations from 28 percent to 
29 percent. 


There were significant increases in removals for violation of 
pretrial diversion supervision (up 60 percent fram 55 to 88 this year) and 
military parole (up from 10 last year to 29). The rates of violation for 
these types of supervision rose from 3 percent to 5 percent, and from 5 
io 3 percent, respectively. in contrast, the rate of violations of special 
parole terms dropped for the first time in five years to 31 percent (453 
violations) from 34 percent in 1986 (475 violations). 
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Judge Probation (57.7% 


PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION 
OF THE FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION 
ON JUNE 30, 1987 


TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION: 73,432 
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investigative Reports 


Probation offices prepared 141,757 investigative reports (not 
including bail interviews) during the year ended March 31, 1987, a 4 
percem increase over the 136,122 reports prepared during the year 
ended June 30, 1986 (see Table 14). Presentence investigations rose 5 
percem to 37,320 (up 1,726 reports) accounting for more than one- 
quarter of the total. Collateral investigations prepared for other districts 
rose 6 percent from 28,456 in 1986 to 30,077 in 1987. In contrast, 
special investigations regarding prisoners in confinement declined 2 
percent (down 180 reports) to 7,253. 


Table 14 


Investigative Reports by Probation Officers 
1986 and 1987 


Percent 


Type of Investigation | 1987° 


136,122 141,757 


Presentenice 35,594 37,320 
Collateral for Another District 28,456 30,077 
Postsentence for Institution 1,258 1,436 
Pretransfer (Probation and Parole) 8,899 8,872 
Alleged Violation (Probation and Parole) 14,046 14,933 
Pre-release for a Federal or Military 

Institution 7,691 8,598 
Special Regarding a Prisoner in Confinement 7,433 7,253 
Furlough and Work-Release Reports for 

Bureau of Prison Institutions ’ 6,366 
Parole Supervision Reports ; 25,242 
Parole Revocation Hearing Reports ; 1,660 


"Table no longer includes bail interviews because this function has been 
transferred from the probation offices to the pretrial services offices. 


2 as of March 31, 1987. 


Drug Aftercare Program 


The Drug Aftercare Program has served a dramatically increas- 
ing number of drug dependent Federal offenders since October 1, 1979. 
As of March 31, 1987, there were 8,889 clients receiving drug treatment 
services, an increase of 30 percent over the same period in 1986. Table 
15 reflects the rapid growth in drug aftercare clients during the past six 
years. 


During fiscal year 1986, there were also 230,000 urine 
specimens tested under a three-phase urine collection and testing 
system to determine if an offender had refrained from drug usage. lt is 
projected that over 280,000 specimens will be submitted for urinalysis by 
the end of fiscal year 1987. Approximately 18 percent of the specimens 
tested were positive for one or more controlled substances. 


Table 15 
Drug Aftercare Clients 
1982 through 1987 


Years Ended September 30 


Type Service | 1962) 1963 1984 1985| 1986 | 1987° 


Contract........ 2,214 2,365 2,945 2,710 3,644 4,177 


Non- 
Contract........ 2,491 2,370 2,638 3,800 4,158 4,712 
_ ee 4,705 4,735 5,583 6,510 8,002 8,689 


*As of March 31, 1987 
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PRETRIAL SERVICES 


Each judicial district is required to have pretrial services avail- 
able to assist judicial officers in making appropriate bail release or 
detention decisions concerning criminal defendants and to supervise and 
monitor defendants on bail release. As of June 30, 1987, there were 86 
districts reporting statistical information under the Pretrial Services Act of 
1982. The District of Columbia has pretrial services authorized under 
separate authority and is not included in this report. 


In January of 1987, a new PSA data collection information 
system was implemented. In addition to regular PSA data, this system 
also includes data on pretrial diversion cases (deferred prosecutions). 
With respect to these changes, several of the PSA H-Tables, which 
appear in the Appendix of this report, have been revised. 


During 1987, a total of 31,033 PSA reports were filed by pretria! 
services officers (PSO's). Of this total, 30,436 (or 98 percent) consisted 
of bail reports and 597 (or 2 percent) consisted of pretrial diversion 
reports. The 30,436 bail reports represented a 2 percent decrease 
compared to an adjusted total of 31,109 from last year. Prebail reports 
accounted for 84 percent (25,698) of the total bail reports and decreased 
almost 1 percent compared to the number last year. Postbail reports 
accounted for 11 percent and “Other” reports accounted for 5 percent of 
total bail reports. Nalionally, 18,512 persons or 61 percent were 
released at the initial hearing compared to 53 percent last year. The 
percentage of persons released on PSA supervision decreased 7 
percent from 35 percent (10,579) last year to 28 percent (8,561) this 
year. Table 16 and Appendix Tables H-1 and H-2 provide additional 
information on pretrial reports filed by pretrial services officers. 


The total number of PSA reports filed on defendants whose 
cases were Closed decreased 7 percent, from 13,779 last year to 12,869 
this year. Judicial officers imposed Personal Recognizance and/or 
Unsecured Bond release conditions for 50 percent of the defendants at 
the initial hearing. This represented a slight increase compared to the 
47 percent reported last year. PSA supervision and “Other” release 
conditions (inainly restrictive and/or rehabilitative) also showed an 
increase in the percentage of defendants for which these conditions 
were imposed. At the same time, the percentage of defendants for 
which judicial officers imposed Sureiy Bonds decreased this year by 5 
percentage points. The percentage of persons with no bail set at the 
initial hearing increased from 28 percent in 1986 to 30 percent this year. 
See Appendix Table H-3 for additional data. 
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Table 16 
Summary of Pretrial Reports 
1986 and 1987 


Percent 
Category 1986' | 1987 | Change 
Total Defendants’ ooo cccccccccssssscsssseesen 46,166 47,192] 2.1 
Total Pretna! Reports Filed ..... eritnesientinimeie 31,109 31,033, 02 
Type of Pretrial Report 
Prebai! . LT Ff 0.8 
Postbai! re 4,148 3,312 | -20.2 
Pretnal Diversion® ' . 597 . 
Other a : 1,051 1,426 | 357 
1 
Revised 


ze xcludes traffic, escape, transfers, reopens, and complaints dismissed at 
initial appearance 


SResponsibility for pretnal diversion reports was transterred from the 
probation offices to the pretrial services offices 


For the 12,869 closing reports filed during 1987, total detention 
costs were reported at $13,218,344 and days detained at 395,643. 
Detention costs resulting from persons detained during the “after the 
initial hearing period” (after the initial hearing up to guilty plea or verdict) 
accounted for 71 percent ($9,416,474) of the total detention cost 
reported. Persons detained during the “post adjudication period” (from 
guilty plea or conviction to sentence) accounted for 24 percent and 
persons detained “before the initial hearing period” (from arrest to the 
initial appearance) accounted for 5 percent of total detention cost 
reported. Appendix Table H-4 provides additional information on 
detention. 


Appendix Table H-5 has been revised to show the number of 
persons who committed bail violations while on release and the type of 
violations committed. During 1987, 9,307 of the 12,869 defendants 
reported (72 percent) were released on bail. Of the total persons 
released, 6 percent or 590 persons committed at least one bail violation. 
Over half of these violations were technical violations (57 percent). The 
total number of Technical violations increased 16 percent from 228 last 
year to 441 this year. On the other hand, Re-arrests violations (felonies 
and misdeameanors) decreased 5 percent this year over last year and 
accounted for 29 percent (223) of the total violations committed. Failure 
to Appear (FTA's) also decreased 10 percent from 138 last year to 116 
this year and accounted for 15 percent of total violations committed. 
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JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIONS AND PERSONNEL 


FISCAL YEAR 1987 APPROPRIATIONS 


For six out of the last seven years, the Judiciary began the fiscal 
year without an appropriations bill enacted by Congress. Four emer- 
gency stopgap spending authority bills were approved in the first 16 days 
of October 1986. These bills allowed the Judiciary to operate at the 
“current rate,” which was the level approved for fiscal year 1986. On 
October 18, 1986, the President signed the continuing appropriations bill 
(Public Law 99-500) which provided full-year funding for the Judiciary for 
fiscal year 1987. Title | of the bill, which provided for the amounts 
approved by the House-Senate Conference Committee, amounted to 
$1,132,413,000 (exclusive of the Supreme Court). Title Il provided 
$37,500,000 for the Omnibus Drug Supplemental Appropriation Act of 
1987. In addition, $5,428,000 in “no-year" funding was available for 
equipment and furniture for the new judgeships authorized in 1984 and 
for telephone systems purchases. As a result, total spending authority 
for 1987 was $1,175,341,000 (exclusive of the Supreme Court). 


On July 11, 1987, the President signed the supplemental 
appropriations bill for 1987, Public Law 100-71. The bill provided 
$16,411,000 for the January 1987 pay raise and related benefits, 
$4,300,000 for the Executive Pay Raise, and $10,835,000 for the 
Government's contribution to the new Federal Employees’ Retirement 
System (FERS). The bill also made provision for; 52 new bankruptcy 
judgeships and their staffs; the establishment of pilot bankruptcy 
administration programs in the states of Alabama and North Carolina; 
400 additional bankruptcy deputy clerks; and 386 positions relative to the 
Omnibus Drug Enforcement, Education, and Control Act of 1986 (326 
probatiorpretrial services positions and 60 district court deputy clerks). 
As displayed in Table 17, the total budget authorization for 1987 was 
$1,241 ,487,000. 


FISCAL YEAR 1988 APPROPRIATIONS 


On July 1, 1987, the full House approved the Judiciary’s ap- 
propriations bill for 1988 totalling $1,317,762,000 (exclusive of the 
Supreme Court) (see Table 18). This represents an increase of 
$81,703,000, or 6.6 percent, above the budget authority for 1987, but is 
$118,613,000 less than the amount requested. More than half of this 
reduci'on ($69,874,000) was the result of the House Appropriations 
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Tapte 1? 
Statemers of Apprapnaton Accounts tor he Avdic wery 
(Enchseive of the Supreme Court) Faecal Year 1987 


(Armoures 7 'hovsards o Ooaeres, 
Sugpteme rea! 
Agucgraune 
hae Soe 
Aeatorty Pay Crate 
Agpropnamon Accourts e Cost FEARS Utne: Aaatorty 
Cane of Agpeate tor he Federa’ Cram 
Satares uw tiperecs 8 6.000 $s $' 2 & $ 6920 
oust af Weemnamone | ede 
Setmwe aw t iperess 7 000 a w 716 
Laurea of Agpees Owe Cars aw 
Othe: Asha) Services 
Seeres ow) perees o6978 "| 19.502 re) .500 | 000 446 
Osterde: Sermose (. ‘wrens sustce Act, 6.378 se) oe . 67 ese 
1060 Ff ASE BW Comvrupee tere $2.18 92.1% 
36 wt 36.000 
Veta tor Courts of Agpanta, Oteertct Courts 
oro We acticta tory eee 1.121.461 19.025 10.875 ws») 500 1 106 441 
Aarvreram mee ice. US Couns 
Sateres ard £ speress 29.500 so e 100 wie 
‘ edere Aoi Cores: 
Seteres ant Experecs ...... 4 eu 6 108 1,080 10.824 
Guereenres tiperess fe aciomry 
Guetenta Achat, .. . ‘ goo . . : Neo 
rend ‘ee . - $1 175.361 o20.71' $108 4.600 $1.24! 47 
" Weaaios “e-year turns 1 Pe eros of $5 423 Pmerd te nee agesnes aw etaprore syeters prchases 
Table 18 
Lompar ate Statement of New Budget (Otaganona!) Authority tor Fiscal) Year 1967 
and Budget E semates and Amounts Approved for Fiecai Year 1908 
(Amounts in Thousands of Dofars) 
" ~ centages _- it sues — * —— 
Budp 1968 House Apoeal 
Aulonty Buayet Appropnanons Fue to 
Agpropnahon Accounts L 1987 Estemates Comrutioe House Senate 
+ == = = SS Se OS —= r =—— — F— —— 
Court of Appeals tor the F ederai Cwcurt 
Salanes and Expenses Ls 6.920 $ #6098 $ 7.500 $ 7320 $ +778 
SASS pe SR Yt OR =.3. 
Court of internahonal Trade 
Satunies and Expenses L 7.108 6211 6.100 7908 +305 
Courts of Appeals. O:sinct Courts. anc’ 
Owner Judea! Sermces 
Satanes and Expenses 1,004 .020° 1.177.503 1,105,260 1.081.082 +96,421 
Ocetender Servces (Comma Jusece Act) 67.658 96 440 90 400 68.230 #10,210 
Fe of Jurors and Conwnrsssoners $2,135 52.135 50 400 49.190 02.945 
Court Security 36.000 4.300 42 600 41.578 4,722 
Total tor Courts of Appeais, District Courts, 
and Other Judicie! Services | ___ 1,980,013 1.374.378 _}__' 200.660 1.260.080 114.298 
Adrrunstratwe Othee. US Courts 
Satanes and Expenses 30.164 33 666 32.500 31.720 +1046 
Federal Juchcial Center | 
Saianes and Expenses 10.624 | 12.022 11,000 10.736 +1199 
Becontenmal Expenses The Judiciary 
Brcentennial Actvites 1.000 
= 2a = = = 3 = Sl ——e————— —— 
Groene Totw -| $) 236.059 $1,406,375 | $1,347,760  $1,397.762 $+118,517 


E achates “no year tunds 
includes amendments of §7 500 thousand for Dankrupicy lacihes Cons#@uchon 
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Subcommittee’s disallowing all resource requests for workload increases 
and new program initiatives. In addition, the full House applied an 
across-the-board reduction of 2.4 percent which amounted to 
$29,998,000 (salaries of Article Ill judges were exempted). All of the 
reductions are being appealed to the Senate. 


If the Judiciary's appeal to the Senate to authorize the additional 
1,586 deputy clerk and probation positions required for workload 
increases and the restoration of the arbitrary 2.4 percent across-the- 
board reduction is unsuccessful, the Judiciary again may have to 
consider extreme actions to operate within the approved amounts. 


PERSONNEL 


The total number of individuals on the payroll of the Federal 
Judiciary (exclusive of the Supreme Court) was 19,352 on June 30, 
1987. This was more than 6 percent above the number on June 30, 
1986. The bankruptcy workload continued its rise during this period 
resulting in an increase of almost 17 percent in deputy clerk positions in 
bankruptcy courts. Table 19 provides a detailed summary of the 
personnel in the Judiciary on June 30, 1986 and 1987. 


Status of Judgeship Positions 


On June 30. 1987, there were 13 vacancies among the 168 
judgeship positions authorized for the U.S. courts of appeals. One of the 
14 positions authorized in 1984 by P.L. 98-353 still had not been filled as 
of June 30. On June 30, 1987, there were an additional 51 senior court 
of appeals judges, who continue to provide services to the Federal 
courts. 


Vacancies on the district courts numbered 43 on June 30, 1987. 
Three of these vacan ies were for positions authorized in 1984. In 
addition to the active iudges on the courts on June 30, 1987, there were 
167 senior district court judges who assist with the Federal caseload. 
Table 20 provides a summary of the status of judgeship positions for 
each year from 1980 through 1« 


Status of Bankruptcy Judge Appointments 


The Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal Judgeship Act of 
1984 authorized the courts of appeals to appoini a total of 232 


Vike 


Tape 19 
. Personne) in the Federal 
On June 30, 1986 and 1967 


Personne! 1906 | 1967 


PERSONNEL IN THE U.S. JUDICIARY 
on June 30, 1987 


TOTAL PERSONNEL: 19,352 


Other Court Personne! *1,124 (5.8%) 


Administrative Office and Federal Judicial Center: 686 (3.5%) **4,011(5.2%) 
Federal Public Defenders and Staff: 460 (2.4 [ . 
Lines 
U.S. Magistrates and Siaff: 1,010 ( A q 
See. i 's Staft: 4,330 (17.2%) 
SS iy 
= ry 4 
a LARA y 
C4bhbhhbibhbhbhbbl id 
wo Staft 965 (20.5%) j= AAEEE AEE EEE ES) 
Bankruptcy Judges 3,965 ( bo) Federal Courts Staff: 200 (1.0%) 


it's Offices: 4,255 (22.0%) 


Probation Officers and Staff: 3,311 (17.1% 


Circuit @xecudves, Court ‘eporters, interpreters, land commissioners, and librarians. 


Circu, distrct, and other Federal judges. 
Secretanes, law clerks, staff attomeys, and crers for arcuit and district judges. 


ee 


NOTE Exciudes the U.S Supreme Court. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. /hé 


Table 20 
Status of Judgeship Positions 
On June 30, 1980 through 1987 


U.S. Courts of Appeals ' U.S. District Courts 
Author- Author- 
ized ized 
Judge-| Vacan-| Senior | Judge- | Vacan-| Senior 
Year | ships cies | Judges ships cies | Judges 
Se af ——_—— 
1980....... 132 6 45 516 32 126 
i — 132 3 45 516 41 149 
1982....... 132 7 54 515 20 163 
1$33....... 144 4 55 515 25 175 
1984....... 144 2 52 515 16 185 
1988 ....... 168 222 59 575 752 = 191 
1986 ...... 168 11 41 575 40 156 
1987....... 168 13 51 575 43 167 


Jeginning in 1983, positions in the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit are included. 

One court of appeals vacancy and three district court vacancies 
were in positions created in July 1984. 


bankruptcy judges to 14 year terms of office. The Act extended the term 
of office of bankruptcy judges serving on July 10, 1984 (the date of 
enactment) until October 1, 1986, or four years after the judge was last 
appointed to office whichever is last. As of June 30, 1987, a total of 207 
fourteen-year appointments had been made by the courts of appeals. 
The Supplemental Appropriations Bill for 1987 provided funding for the 
52 additional bankruptcy judgeship positions which were authorized in 
Public Law 99-554. The process cf appointing judges for these new 
positions is well underway with nine judges having completed the 
appointment process as of August 1, 1987. 
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Status of Magistrate Positions and Appointments 


The Magistrates Division continued to administer and monitor 
the magistrate merit selection and appointment process to ensure 
compliance with the procedures mandated by the Federal Magistrate Act 
of 1979 and the regulations promulgated by the .!udicial Conference. 
During the year, 55 full-time magistrates were appointed, including 35 
reappointments. Of the 20 new appointments, 7 were for newly created 
positions. During the same period, 67 individuals were appointed to 
part-time magistrate positions, including 55 reappointments. 


Among the new appointments made during the year, the 
average age of the full-time appointees was 38, and that of the part-time 
magistrates was 42. New full-time magistrates had been members of 
the bar for an average of 12 years; part-time magistrates averaged 13 
years of bar membership. Of the new full-time magistrates, seven had 
been in private practice, one had prior experience as a pari-time 
magistrate, one served as a state court judge, one previousiy served as 
a Federal public defender, seven had served as assistant U.S. attorneys, 
one was an attorney with the Federal Government, and two were 
attorneys with state governments. 


The Judicial Conference authorized creation of 12 new full-time 
magistrate positions during the year, expanding the number of full-time 
positions from 289 to 292. The Conference reduced the number of 
part-time positions from 177 to 165. The number of combination clerk of 
court/magistrate positions remained at 10. Table 21 provides a sum- 
mary of the number of magistrate positions auihorized by the Judicial 
Conference since 1$71. 


/b7- 


52 


U.S. Magestrate Posmtions 
Authonzed by the Judical Contesence 
1971 twough 1987 

Ful- | Part- | Combi- 

Yoar Total | Time | Time | nation 
1971 = Spring... 546 6 450 13 
Fall.........| S58 86 455 1§ 
1972 Spring... | 561 90 486455 16 
Fell....... -| 872); 103 452 17 
1973 Spring... | 567/ 103 447 17 
 —_ §42 112 414 16 
1974 Spring....| 541/ 112 411 18 
Fai......... 482; 10 398 16 

1975 Spring....| 487/ 133 337 17 
Fall......... 482; i143 322 17 

197%, Spring... 482; 150 316 16 
= 483; 159 306 18 

1977 = Spring....| 487/ 164 305 18 
Fall......... 484; 166 300 18 

1978 Spring...| 487) 176 290 21 
Fail....... .-| 406) 187 278 2! 

1979 Spring....| 488) 196 271 21 
Faill......... 485; 201 264 20 

1960 Spring....| 468) 204 263 21 
Fall......... 495 210 263 22 

1981 Spring....| 490; 217 253 20 
Fall......... 469 219 250 20 
1982 Spring... 483' 223 241 19 
Fall......... 482; 2268 238 16 
1983 Spring... 476; 238 #225 13 
Fall......... 478; 246 219 1 

1984 86 Spring....| 457) 253 191 13 
Fall......... 462 262 188 12 

1985  Spring....| 467; 272 183 12 
Fall......... 468 277 180 1 

1986 Spring.... 467' 280 177 10 
oa 465 284 171 10 

1987  Spring...| 467! 292 165 10 


LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS 
INTRODUCTION 


In December 1976, the Office of Legislative Affairs was estab- 
lished in recognition of the importance of effective communication 
between Congress and the Judicial Branch. Prior to that time, this 
function was primarily performed under the immediate direction of the 
Deputy Director of the Administrative Office. In January 1987, the Office 
was redesignated the Office of Legisiative and Public Affairs in recogni- 
tion of the assignment by the Director of a new function - Public Affairs - 
to the scope of its responsibilities. While not comprehensive for the 
period, the information to follow is re-resentative of the activities dealt 
with by the Office. 


LEGISLATIVE ACTIONS 
Federal Employees’ Retirement System 


On June 6, 1986, the President signed Public Law No. 99-335 
which established the Federal Employees’ Retirement System (FERS). 
The new retirement pian became effective on January 1, 1987, for 
empioyees newly-hired to the Government after January 1, 1984, or 
employees rehired to the Government who were not vested in the Civil 
Service Retirement System. All employees covered under the Civil 
Service Retirement Systern have the option to elect FERS between July 
1 and December 31, 1987. The FERS Act also created a voluntary 
savings plan similar to 401(k) plans in the private sector. The Ad- 
ministrative Office’s test tape was the first one successfully run at the 
National Finance Center, the recordkeeper for the Thrift Savings Plan. 
The participation rate and interest have been high in the Judiciary. 


Criminal Justice Act Amendments of 1986 


The Criminal Justice Act Division's legislative efforts to improve 
the operation of the Criminal Justice Act (CJA) culminated in the enact- 
ment of the Judicial Conference-supported CJA revision bill. This 
legislation, known as the “Criminal Justice Act Revision of 1986" (Title |, 
Public Law No. 99-651), was signed by the Presidem ..1 Novernber 14, 
1986, and became effective March 14, 1987. The revision .:-nends the 
CJA in several significant ways and should help alleviate the difficulties 
courts have experienced in obtaining qualified counsel to provide 
representation under the CJA. 
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The CJA Division drafted comprehensive changes in the CJA 
Guidelines to reflect the provisions of the CJA Revision, and these were 
approved by the CJA Committee and the Judicial Conference. A major 
amendmem concerned the new statutory provision authorizing the 
Judicial Conference to increase the maximum hourly CJA rate to $75 
where justified for a particular district or circuit. The Division collected 
and analyzed requests for higher rates and made recommendations to 
the CJA Committee for its consideration. 


Bankruptcy Legislation 


The Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family 
Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 (Pub!s Law No. 99-554, effective 
November 26, 1986) included provisions which directly affected the 
bankruptcy system. The 1986 Act contained: (1) authority for 52 
additional bankruptcy judgeships; (2) technical amendments to Titles 11 
and 28 of the United States Code; (3) a new Chapter 12 of Title 11 of the 
United States Code for family farmers; (4) transitional matters; (5) 
authority for the nationwide expansion of the United States Trustee 
Program; and (6) provisions to establish a judiciary-based estate 
administration oversight program in the states of Alabama and North 
Carolina. 


The 1986 Act authorized the courts of appeals to appoint an 
additional 52 bankruptcy judges to 14 year terms of office. The appoint- 
ment of these bankruptcy judges is in addition to the 232 bankruptcy 
judgeships authorized under the Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal 
Judgeship Act of 1984. 


The Act made a number of amendments to Titles 11 and 28 of 
the United States Code, including: (1) an amendment to Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 156 providing that the office of a bankruptcy clerk of court may 
be consolidated with that of a district clerk of court only upon the prior 
approval of the Judicial Conference and the Congress; (2) an amend- 
ment to Title 11 U.S.C. Section 105 providing that judges may take 
appropriate action to regulate the conduct of bankruptcy proceedings 
before them without waiting for the request of a party in interest; (3) 
establishment of a two year electronic case management experiment to 
be operated in three districts; (4) expanded the U.S. Trustee Program 
from an 18 district pilot program to one that, over a two year period, will 
operate in all judicial districts except for the six districts in North Carolina 
and Alabama (those districts will operate experimentally with bankruptcy 
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administrators until 1992); (5) authorization for Lawrence, Kansas, as an 
additional place of holding court for the United States District Court for 
the District of Kansas; and (6) provided for withdrawal of references 
under the Bankruptcy Act one year after the effective date of this Act, 
and required bankruptcy judges to make reports to the district court on 
the status of such cases. 


The 1986 Act added a new Chapter 12 to the Bankruptcy Code 
to provide specific statutory relief for qualified family farmers. The new 
chapter is modeled closely after Chapter 13 but contains some aspects 
of Chapter 11. Unless extended by affirmative legisiative action, 
Chapter 12 will be repealed by operation of law on October 1, 1993. 


Court of International Trade Amendments 


At the time the Customs Court Act of 1980 was enacted, thereby 
creating the Court of International Trade as a nationwide forum to review 
and resolve disputes involving the importation of goods and the payment 
of customs duties, several matters relating to the operation of the court 
were not addressed. Legislation introduced by Congressman Rodino 
(H.R. 2183) dealt with these oversights by providing that the chief judge 
of the court would become a member of the Judicial Conference, with 
provisions for the attendance of an alternate; that the chief judge of the 
court could hold annual judicial conferences; and that the court would 
have access to the services of either the United States marshal for the 
Southern District of New York or the Eastern District of New York when 
sitting in New York. The measure was signed by the President on 
October 14, 1986 (Public Law No. 99-466) and took effect 60 days later. 


Bankruptcy Judge and Magistrate Recall 


Public Law No. 99-651 was signed into law by the President on 
November 14, 1986. It contained recall provisions applicable to Claims 
Court judges, bankruptcy judges, and magistrates. Any such person 
who retires may agree to be recalled for up to five years upon certifica- 
tion by the circuit council that substantial judicial service will be 
performed. 


Judicial Office Building 


The 99th Congress authorized a study to be made by the 
architect of the Capitol, in consultation with the Chief Justice, to find the 
most cost effective development plan for the construction of a judicial 


56 SG 


office building near Union Station in Washington, D.C. The Administra- 
tive Office has read and commented on the architect's draft report. The 
architect's final report is to be transmitted to Congress by August 30, 
1987. The Administrative Office then will transmit draft legislation to the 
Congress that will authorize the building and provide for the construction 


to begin. 
Magistrate Parity Retirement Bill 


The legislation places magistrates appointed before October 1, 
1984, in the same retirement system as similarly appointed bankruptcy 
judges. This system, based on the congressional system, credits 
magistrates with 2 1/2 percent of their average high three years of salary 
for each year of service as a magistrate. ‘his bill was introduced on 
April 6, 1987, as H.R. 1947, with the primary sponsors being Congress- 
man Ford (Michigan) in the House and Senator Heflin (Alabama) in the 
Senate. It passed the House on May 27, 1987, the Senate on June 3, 
1987, and was signed by the President on June 18, 1987 (Public Law 
No. 100-53). 


Drug Aftercare 


The Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986 (Public Law No. 99-570), 
which the President signed on October 27, 1986, also contained the 
Drug and Alcohol Dependent Offender's Treatment Act of 1986. This 
legislation expanded the authority of the Director to contract for alcohol 
abuse treatment as well as drug treatment services for drug and alcohol 
dependent Federal offenders. i also extended the aftercare program 
through fiscal year 1989, with authorized limits of $12, $14, and $16 
million for the years 1987, 1988, and 1989, respectively. As a result of 
this expanded authority, the number of contract awards exceeded 400 in 
1987, an increase of 33 percent over the preceding year. 


The Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System Amendments 
On June 19, 1986, the President signed the “Judicial Improve- 
ments Act of 1985" (Public Law No. 99-336) which contained significant 
beneficial changes to the Judicial Survivors’ /nnuities System (JSAS) 
effective October 1, 1986. 


In 1956, Congress created the Judicial Survivors’ Annuities 
System (Public Law No. 84-973), making available to judges an elective 


/$7 


system for providing survivorship benefits for their spouses and children. 
In 1976, Congress completely revised and reformed the system (Public 
Law No. 94-554), based on the premise that annual adjustments in 
judges’ salaries to reflect inflation would provide correlated adjustments 
in annuity benefit payments. That premise did not prove reliable, and, as 
a result, annuity payment amounts did not increase as anticipated. As a 
consequence, participation by new judges entering on duty diminished 
due to better commercially marketed alternatives and to the long period 
of service required to achieve adequate annuity amounts. 


In 1981, the Judicial Conference submitted to Congress a 
proposal for reforms in JSAS. Bills were introduced at the request of the 
Judiciary in beth houses in 1983, but no action was taken. At that time, 
a report was requested by Senator Thurmond, who indicated that no 
reform legislation would be processed until the report had been submit- 
ted to him. A special report by Consultant Robert Myers was completed 
in early 1985. 


Upon recommendation of the Committee on the Judicial Branch, 
the Judicial Conference, at the March 1985 proceedings, authorized 
resubmission of the identical reform proposal submitted in 1983. In 
response H.R. 3081 was introduced by Congressman Kastenmeier and 
S. 1392 was introduced by Senator DeConcini. 


Ultimately, the House Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts, Civil 
Liberties and the Administration of Justice processed various judicial 
improvement proposals in the form of a clean bill, H.R. 3570. This bill 
passed the House in December 1985 with amendments to the JSAS 
program which essentially implemented the 1981 recommendations of 
the Judicial Conference. Included in the bill were (1) an increase in 
judicial contribution rate from 4.5 percent to 5 percent of salary; (2) 
provisions for the Government to contribute to the Judicial Survivors 
Annuities Fund sufficient amounts to reduce to zero the Fund's unfunded 
liability; (3) an improvement in the computation of a widow's or widower's 
annuity by applying a 1.5 percent multiplication factor to the years of 
creditable service and the judge's average salary during the highest 
three years, in lieu of the former 1.25 percent factor, and implementing a 
30 percent floor, with the ceiling raised from 40 to 55 percent; (4) 
improvements in the computation of annuities for surviving eligible 
children by replacing the former absolute statutory amounts with 
amounis based upon percentages of the judge's average annual salary; 
and (5) replacement of the provision that spousal annuities must be 
forfeited upon remarriage with a new provision continuing the annuity in 
full if such remarriage were to occur after attaining age 55. H.R. 3570, 
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as passed by the House, would also have afforded all incumbent judges 
a renewed opportunity to elect judicial survivors’ annuity coverage and 
would further have provided a one-time opportunity for a sitting judge 
who had elected such coverage to revoke such election if he or she 
wished to withdraw from the program. 


In April 1986, the Senate passed H.R. 3570 with amendinents to 
the House proposals that (1) reduced the floor annuity from 30 to 25 
percent of the high three year salary; (2) placed a 9 percent ceiling on 
the Government's annual contribution to the program; (3) changed 
current law to entitle judges who “retire on salary” under 28 U.S.C. 
Section 371(a) to earn credit in the program for their contributions 
(previously judges electing “retirement on salary” rather than “senior 
Status retirement” had to continue to contribute to the program, but did 
not receive credit for their contributions); and (4) reduced the maximum 
annuity from 55 to 50 percent of the high three year salary. The House 
sponsors agreed to accept the Senate amendments, with minor techni- 
cal amendments. The bill was signed by the President on June 19, 
1986, effective October 1. 


LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS 
Omnibus Judgeship Bill 


On March 4, 1987, a draft omnibus judgeship bill was trans- 
mitted to Congress on behalf of the Judicial Conference. The bill 
provides additional judicial positions for 6 of the 12 regional U.S. courts 
of appeals and for 41 of the 94 U.S. district courts. During proceedings 
held in Washington in September of 1986, the Judicial Conference 
recommended the creation of 13 permanent courts of appeals positions 
and 40 permanent and 16 temporary district court positions. 


The judgeship recommendations resulted from a nationwide 
survey of all Federal courts of appeals and district courts conducted by 
the Conference's Committee on Court Administration between Sep- 
tember of 1985 and July of 1986. Cognizant of the need to recommend 
additional judicial positions only for those courts which could not realisti- 
Cally continue to serve the public adequately unless additional judicial 
positions were authorized, the Committee carefully examined each 
court's needs and rejected seven of the requested new judgeships. The 
likelihood of action on these recommendations by the 100th Congress is 
unclear. 
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Abolition of Diversity Jurisdiction 


On March 4, 1987, the Director, on behalf of the Judicial Con- 
ference, transmitted to the Congress a draft bill which would eliminate 
the Federal courts’ jurisdiction over civil actions grounded solely on 
diversity of citizenship. This proposal is a long-standing response of the 
Judicial Conference to the increasing litigation burden in the Federal 
courts. According to reports filed by the clerks of the several district 
courts, this “diversity jurisdiction” accounted for approximately 60,000 
new filings last year. The Judicial Conference has estimated that, if 
these cases were eliminated from the over- crowded court dockets, the 
number of additional district court judgeships that would be needed 
could be reduced from 56 to 15. 


The Federal courts’ primary responsibility is to determine 
litigation involving the application of Federal statutes and the Constitu- 
tion. Diversity of citizenship actions, on the other hand, do not involve 
issues of Federal law but simply issues of state or local law that are 
allowed to be filed in Federal court only because the litigants happen to 
be citizens of different states. The problem of the impact of diversity 
jurisdiction on the workloads of the Federal courts has been tie subject 
of hearings and legislative proposals in the last several Congresses. In 
fact, in this Congress an amendment to eliminate diversity jurisdiction 
was added to the fiscal year 1988 judiciary appropriations bill (H.R. 
2763) by the House Appropriations Committee, but stripped out on the 
House floor when a point of order was raised. The Judicial Conference, 
after considerable deliberation, has concluded that full elimination of 
diversity is the best solution. This legislative initiative of the Conference 
is strongly supported by the State Chief Justices and is considered a 


priority issue. 


Retirement Legislation for Bankruptcy 
Judges and Magistrates 


On June 3, 1987, Mr. Kastenmeier, Mr. Rodino, Mr. Fish and 
others introduced H.R. 2586. This bill would provide a new retirement 
system for magistrates and bankruptcy judges. That system would be 
non-contributory and would provide retirement at full salary for those 
judicial officers who have 14 years of service. Those with 8 to 14 years 
of service would receive a proportional fraction of full salary. A con- 
tributory survivors’ benefit program is also included. 
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Judicial Branch Improvements Act of 1987 


The Judicial Branch Improvements Act of 1987 was transmitted 
to the Congress on behalf of the Judicial Conference on May 7, 1987. 
This so-called “housekeeping” bill consists of 6 titles and over 25 
separate proposals of the Judicial Conference. It is the vehicle to place 
before Congress a substantial part of the Judicial Conference's legisla- 
tive program. The separate titles cover elimination of the mandatory 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court (Title |), Jury Selection and Service 
Amendments (Title Il), Court-annexed Arbitration (Title Ill), expansion of 
the District Court Executive program (Title IV), Federal Judicial Center 
Amendments (Title V), and Miscellaneous Provisions (Title VI). Title VI 
contains 24 relatively minor unrelated sections that deal with such 
diverse subjects as divisional venue in civil cases, registration of foreign 
judgments, military retirement pay for senior judges, service of certain 
Article Ill judges on territorial courts, employee incentive awards, U.S. 
Claims Court fees, and pern.anent elimination of a provision in current 
law that requires judicial cost-of-living increases to be affirmatively 
approved by Congress. This legislation was introduced by Senator 
Heflin in the Senate at the request of the Director on July 10, 1987, as 
Section 1482; it had not been introduced in the House at the time this 
report went to press. Title V (Federal Judicial Center Amendments) and 


section 616 (relating to arbitration appeals) were introduced by Con- 
gressman Kastenmeier in separate legislation as H.R. 2467 and H.R. 
2128, respectively. 


Federal Court Study Commission 


S. 951, introduced by Senator Heflin, and H.R. 1929, introduced 
by Congressman Mazzoli, are substantially identical bills to establish a 
temporary Federal Courts Study Commission to study the jurisdiction of 
the Federal courts, examine problems currently facing the courts, collect, 
review, and evaluate studies concerning the effectiveness of the courts 
of the United States, develop a long-range plan for the future of the 
Federal judiciary, and report to the President and the Congress. 


The burdens on and problems of the Federal judiciary are in a 
constant state of change. While there have been important contributions 
by public and private parties over the years on one aspect or another of 
the Federal judiciary, the Judicial Conference has adopted the position 
that it is time to create a temporary independent commission to con- 
solidate these contributions and provide a more comprehensive recom- 


mendation for the President, the Chief Justice, the Congress, and others 
to use in assessing reforms in the structure and operation of the Federal 
courts. Such a blueprint and follow-up monitoring from a respected 
independent body should provide a mechanism to identify and accom- 
plish desired reforms in a timely fashion. 


Court-Annexed Arbitration 


Congressman Kastenmeier introduced H.R. 2127 which 
authorizes the Court-Annexed Arbitration experimental program in the 10 
pilot districts and will allow the Judicial Conference to add 10 more 
districts to the experiment. This program has previously been authorized 
and funded through the appropriations process. The House Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice 
believes that such an experimental program should also be authorized 
through legislation approved by the Judiciary Committee. Also, Con- 
gressman Kastenmeier introduced legislation relating to arbitration 
appeals (H.R. 2128) that was transmitted to Congress as a part of the 
Judicial Conference's legislative program in the Judicial Branch Improve- 
ments Act of 1987. 


District Court Executive 


Legislation authorizing courts with six or more district judges to 
appoint a district court executive has been transmitied to the Congress 
in the Judiciary’s Housekeeping bill. This legislation was introduced by 
Senator Heflin as S. 1482; it has not been introduced in the House. 


Court Interpreters Act of 1987 

On May 6, 1987, the Court Interpreters Act of 1987 was trans- 
mitted to Congress on behalf of the Judicial Conference of the United 
States. The measure consists of Judicial Conference proposals to 
improve the court interpreter program, including extension of interpreter 
services to grand jury proceedings. 

Pay Related Activities 

Quadrennial Commission 


An Interim Commission of the Quadrennial Commission on 
Executive, Legislative, and Judicial Salaries reported their recommenda- 
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tions to the President on December 15, 1986. The President, in turn, 
submitted modifications of these recommendations to the Congress on 
January 5, 1987. Pursuant to the Federal Salary Act these latter 
recommendations would become law 30 days after transmittal unless 
both Houses of Congress voted to disapprove them and the President 
signed the resulting joint resolution. The Senate rejected the recommen- 
dations within the 30 day period. On the 31st day, the House also 
rejected, but with no effect, the 30 day period having run. The following 
describes the increases relating to Judicial salaries: 


Judicial Officers Pay Pay 


— = — 
———— _——— 


Prior Present 


Circuit Judges $85,700 $95,000 


District Judges and 
Court of Int'l Trade Judges 81,100 89,500 


U.S. Claims Court Judges 72,300 82,500 
Bankruptcy Judges 70,500 72,500 


Magistrates (full-time) 70,500 72,500 


A suit, Humphrey, et al v. Baker, was filed by several members 
of Congress and public interest groups seeking a declaratory judgment 
of the validity of the salary adjustment on both constitutional and 
Statutory grounds to prevent disbursement of the salary increases. A 
decision on June 30, 1987, by Judge Oberdorfer (District of Columbia) 
granted summary judgment for the defendants and dismissed the action. 
The decision has been appealed. 


Senators Humphrey (Republican-New Hampshire) and Grassley 
(Republican-lowa) have also taken the issue into the legislative arena. 
Senator Humphrey is actively pursuing legislation that would “rollback” 
prospectively the February pay increases io the salary levels previously 
in existence. His initial amendment included an exception for Article Ill 
judges, and he has sinco agreed to modify his amendment to exclude as 
well bankruptcy judges, magistrates, and Claims Court judges. 
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The Grassley amendment changes the process of implementing 
the President's recommendations to require an affirmative vote of both 
houses prior to the recommendations becoming law. This requirement 
would tend to diminish the probabilities that a pay recommendation 
would become law. It is expected that an effort will be made to add both 
the Humphrey and Grassley amendments to some piece of “must” 
legislation, e.g., the debt ceiling extension, or continuing resolution. 


Another Salary Commission will be impaneled in the fall of 1988 
with a deadline to conclude its work and report to the President no later 
than December 15, 1988. Again, the President will review the Commis- 
sion recommendations and submit to Congress his proposals in January, 
1989. Assuming the recommendations do not “die” in Congress, the 
proposals would become effective for most affected Judicial Branch 
officers and employees in March, 1989. 


Status of Salary Increases 


The Joint Congressional Budget Resolution for fiscal year 1988, 
House Concurrent Resolution 93, assumes a three percent cost-of-living 
Salary increase for Federal employees, effective in January, 1988. The 
President's fiscal year 1988 budget projects a two percent increase, 


which would automatically take effect in January 1988, barring further 
Congressional action. Prospects for the three percent increase are 
considered favorable, since the Congress will likely include such a three 
percent increase in the upcoming Budget Reconciliation Act. 


Section 140 Provisions 


For fiscal year 1987, Senator Hollings included in the Judiciary 
Appropriations Act a general provision, citing Section 140 of Public Law 
97-92, that justices and judges of the United States shall receive the 
same percentage increase in salary accorded to employees paid under 
the general schedule. The fiscal year 1988 Judiciary Appropriations Bill, 
as passed by the House, also includes such a provision. The Senate is 
expected to agree. Thus, any cost-of-living salary increase provided for 
Federal employees in fiscal year 1988 would automatically apply to 
justices and judges as well. 


PUBLIC AFFAIRS 


The job of Public Information Officer, a new position within the 
Office of Legislative and Public Affairs, was created in June 1987. The 
officer is responsible for developing and implementing a communication 
program for the Administrative Office and the Federal Judiciary. On a 
daily basis, the officer responds to written and oral inquiries from the 
media and general public and provides assistance to the Administrative 
Office and Judiciary with media and public contacts. 


Specific projects include the issuance of press releases in 
connection with Judicial Conference-sponsored testimony before 
Congress, monitoring news coverage of issues of interest to the Federal 
judiciary, and the tracking of judicial nomination activity. 


In 1987-1988, the public affairs activities will be expanded to 
assist judges and other court officials, upon request, with advice and 
support when dealing with the media, and to arrange for appearances or 
interviews with the media on major issues affecting the Judicial Branch. 
We will continue our activities to inform the public and the media about 
the trends and issues affecting the Judiciary. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE ACTIVITIES 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE ORGANIZATION 
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee of Judges 


In December 1985, Chief Justice Warren E. Burger appointed an 
Ad Hoc Committee of judges to examine the effectiveness of the 
Administrative Office in its relationship to the courts, their judges, other 
judicial officers, and supporting personnel. The Committee’s mandate 
was to take a close look at the overall responsibilities and organization of 
the agency and to review its management, personnel, performance, and 
relations with the courts. The Committee began its work by asking for 
the views of judges, magistrates, and other court officers and soliciting 
their suggestions for change. 


The written comments and suggestions from judges and other 
court officials were generally constructive and contained many favorable 
Statements abou. the agency. The most frequent criticism was that the 
Administrative Office may have become “too bureaucratic” and that 
some employees lacked a cooperative and helpful attitude in responding 
to requests for assistance. 


The Committee concluded that significant steps already had 
been taken to make the Administrative Office more prompt, responsive 
and professional in meeting the needs of the courts and judges. The 
Committee noted that much of the criticism directed at the Administrative 
Office was misplaced, since the agency was merely carrying out policies 
established by others, such as the Congress and the Judicial Confer- 
ence of the United States. 


Several judges commented that the agency appeared to have 
grown unnecessarily in size. The Committee concluded, however, that 
the agency’s increase in staff and budget reflected new statutory 
responsibilities and that its growth corresponded to similar increases in 
the Judiciary as a whole. The Administrative Office’s share of the 
Judiciary budget and its portion of staffing had actually dropped 
noticeably over the last several years. 


One of the problems noted frequently by judges and other court 


Officials was the Judiciary’s relationship with its landlord, the General 
Services Administration (GSA). Many judges complained about exces- 
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sive delays in obtaining services and the generally unsatisfacte y nature 
of service provided by GSA. The Committee concluded that the Ad- 
ministrative Office, working with appropriate Judicial Conference commit- 
tees and with GSA, should gradually assume a much more direct and 
extensive role in the process of furnishing court accommodations. 


The Committee also observed that certain statutes and the 
regulations and policies of the Office of Personnel Management impose 
unwarranted bureaucratic detail and red tape on the Administrative 
Office. The report argued that: (1) Executive Branch employment rules 
are generally not appropriate for an agency in the Judicial Branch; (2) 
complex civil service requirements may be suited for large Executive 
departments, but are inappropriate for small agencies such as the 
Administrative Office; and (3) the Administrative Office should logically 
be under the same personnel regimen which applies to employees in the 
courts. The Committee concluded that Administrative Office employees 
should have a personnel system that recognizes them for what they are 
-- part of the Judicial Branch. 


Changes in Administrative Office Procedures 


Soon after taking office, the Director asked all employees of the 
Administrative Office for their recommendations on how economies 
could be effected, efficiency increased, and the Judiciary better served. 
The Director then initiated a program of management by goals and 
objectives. All members of the senior staff were required to submit their 
goals and objectives to the Director, to meet with him and discuss them, 
and to adjust them periodically where needed throughout the year. 


In reviewing the mission and functions of each component of the 
Administrative Office, efforts have been initiated to identify functions of 
the agency that could be conducted more effectively by being decentral- 
ized to individual courts or to the judicial councils of the circuits, such as 
paying Criminal Justice Act vouchers or managing individual court 
budgets. 


Recognition has also been given to the principles tht placing 
the best persons in each job and giving them the authority anc’ support 
necessary to do their job are the real keys to the success of the or- 
ganization. Special emphasis, therefore, has been placed upon em- 
ployee attitudes, initiatives, communications, incentives, and job training. 
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The Adrninistrative Office is currently housed in four different 
locations in the Washington metropolitan area. This separation imposes 
substantial inconvenience and added communications cosi in office 
operations. Efforts, however, are well under way to consolidate all 
agency facilities in a single new building. Planning legislation was 
approved by the 99th Congress, and funds were appropriated to prepare 
a report on how best to proceed with the construction of a new building 
to house the Adininistrative Office, the Federal Judicial Center, and 
certain other Judiciary components. The report of the Architect of the 
Capitol and the Secretary of Transportation, as required by statute, has 
been forwarded to the Congress. It recommends a private-public 
arrangement for building a structure 2n the Capitol grounds adjacent to 
Union Station. Enabling legislation will be requested of the Congress 
and, subsequently, construction can begin. 


Changes in the Organization of the Administrative Office 


During the past two years, there have been several changes in 
the organization of the Administrative Office. The most significant of 
these are highlighted below. An organization chart effective October 1, 
1987 is also provided on the following page. 


Legislative and Public Affairs Office 


The Legislative Affairs Office has been expanded and restruc- 
tured under new leadership. It has also assumed the public affairs 
function for the Administrative Office. The mission of the reorganized 
office calls for improving working relationships with members of Con- 
gress and their staffs, keeping judges fuliy and promptly informed of 
developments on key legislation, working closely with professional 
associations, and ensuring that Judicial Conference-endorsed legislation 
is introduced promptly and pursued vigorously. 


Assistant Directors 


The Director has realigned some of the supervisory respon- 
sibilities among the three assistant directors of the Administrative Office. 
The newly appointed Assistant Director for Administration is responsible 
for the Financial Management, Personnel, and Administrative Services 
Divisions. The position of Assistant Director for Automation and Statis- 
tics oversees the Systems Services Division and the Statistical Analysis 
and Reports Division. The Assistant Director for Program Management 
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continues as supervisor of the Bankruptcy, Criminal Justice Act, 
Magistrates, and Probation Divisions, the Oftice of Court Security, and 
the newly created Court Administration Division. 


Court Administration Division 


The Court Administration Division has been established, 
effective October 1, 1987, to provide program assistance, support and 
coordination to clerks of court (appellate, district, and bankruptcy), 
district court executives, court reporters, court interpreters, and 
librarians. It will assume the functions currently performed by the Clerks 
Division, the Office of Court Reporting and Interpreting Services, the 
Office of Library and Legal Research Services, and the C‘fice of the 
Special Assistant for Jury and Speedy Trial Matters. 


Office of Audit and Review 


Before the Director entered on duty, the Office of Audit and 
Review was called the Inspector General's Office and the title had 
become a source of controversy. The mission of the Office has been 
Clarified and the title was changed during the September 1985 meeting 
of the Judicial Conference. 


COURT SERVICES 


Facilities Management 


The Administrative Services Division, in response to a request 
by the Judicial Conference Committee on the Budget, contracted with 
the National Academy of Public Administration (NAPA) to study and 
report on how faciliiies are provided to courts. The study examined 
specifically the question of whether, and to what exterit, responsibility 
should be transferred from GSA to the Administrative Office for defining 
requirements, designing, leasing, constructing, managing, and perform- 
ing other functions related to space and facilities. The draft report and 
oral presentation have been received, and comments have been sent to 
NAPA for incorporation into their final report. The Administrative Office 
has worked closely with NAPA through the entire course of the study. 
As a result, progress has been made with GSA on implementing NAPA's 
major recommendation, that the Judiciary should play a greater role in 
planning for and funding design and construction of court facilities. The 
final report was delivered by NAPA in August 1987. 
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Decentralization of both funds and authority for facilities related 
accounts, which began in fiscal year 1986, was expanded this year to 
include several types of expenditures that are made by courts and which 
require no centralized project management. The ceiling for “Alterations 
and Repairs” was raised from $2,500 to $10,000, with the increased 
level of authority and funds delegated to the Judicial Councils of the 
Circuits. Other accounts decentralized for the first time were for over- 
time utilities (for court sessions outside the ordinary 40-hour week); 
Cleaning and janitovial services; and construction not obtained from GSA. 
This last category was consolidated with the "Alterations and Repairs” 
account. 


The Administrative Services Division has assisted in completion 
of the first delegation of building management authority from GSA to a 
court, the Northern District of Alabama, for the new courthouse in 
Birmingham. The clerk of court's management of that building will 
demonstrate both the qualitative and financial results obtainable. 


A task force of GSA and Administrative Office personnel has 
been established to plan facilities for the newly authorized bankruptcy 
judges. The task force has completed plans to provide space for these 
judicial officers upon appointment. By special efforts at the national 
level, interim facilities have been identified and, in most places, provided 
for the 52 new bankruptcy judges prior to their actual appointment. The 
remaining interim facilities will be available as needed. The task force 
also began the work needed to provide permanent facilities for these 
judges. For the Article Ili | dgeships being requested of Congress, 
current plans include funding of design of facilities with the expectation 
that when judgeships are created, this advance planning will eliminate at 
least part of the customary wait of several years. 


Court Security 


In February 1987, the Director of the Administrative Office, the 
Director of the United States Marshals Service, and the Administrator of 
the General Services Administration approved a Memorandum of 
Agreement which defines the areas of responsibility of each agency with 
respect to the security of the Federal courts. The memorandum was 
distributed to all judicial officers and the heads of the various offices in 
each court. 
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Computer Assisted Legal Research (CALR) 


The computer assisted legal research services, Lexis and 
Westlaw, containing full text of state and Federal cases, U.S. Code, 
administrative decisions, regulations, as well as specialty libraries such 
as bankruptcy, Federal taxation, and securities, are now available to 
court personnel in 229 cities, using shared general-purpose terminals. 
The availability of the service has grown from 50 sites in use on October 
1, 1985, and 130 sites in use on October 1, 1986. In June 1987, the 
service was placed in the chambers of 44 court of appeals and district 
court judges who are located in cities without local CALR service. 


The Dialog online system is now available to all judicial person- 
nel by making a request to the staff of a circuit headquarters library. The 
Dialog system offers information from over 200 databases on subjects in 
the humanities, arts, sciences, social sciences, and business. 
Generally, only abstracts of articles are provided, but many of the 
databases are providing the iniormation in full-text. Directory information 
is also searchable, e.g. Dow-Jones and Standard and Poor as well as 
Who's Who. 


Automatic Data Processing 


During the past year, the Administrative Office continued efforts 
to provide automated support to the courts. The new Sperry computers 
were tested successfully, and 22 of these new hardware systems were 
installed throughout the Judiciary. The Sperry computers support the full 
electronic docketing systems in the courts of appeals, the district, and 
bankruptcy courts. 


Consistent with the recommendations of the Judicial Confer- 
ence's Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements, the primary objective of 
the automation effort remains the removal of systems from the DEC-10 
computers in Washington, followed closely by automation of the 
bankruptcy courts. 
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Courts of Appeals 


In July 1986, the new Appellate Information Management 
System (New AIMS) was transferred from the Federal Judicial Center to 
the Administrative Office following a successful test in the Courts of 
Appeals for the Fourth, Ninth, and Tenth Circuits. Since the transfer, the 
Administrative Office has been providing operational support to that 
system, and is well along with the implementation of New AIMS in the 
Courts of Appeals for the Sixth and Seventh Circuits. Initial efforts are 
also underway to implement New AIMS in the Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit in early fiscal year 1988. Once the Second Circuit is 
operating on New AIMS, the Pre-AIMS system presently operating on 
the DEC-10 computers can be removed from service. During the past 
year, Sperry computers were installed in five courts of appeals. 


District Courts 


Ten Sperry computers were installed in district courts during the 
past year. Four of these systeins were installed in pilot courts to provide 
the necessary capacity to continue testing a full docketing civil case 
management system. Six additional Sperry computers have been 
installed in some of the larger courts which had been using the smaller 
Motorola computers. As the new Sperry computers are instalied in the 
larger courts, the Motorola Four-Phase systems will be relocated to 
smaller courts where they will provide continued service for the next 
several years. 


Expansion of the Financial and Jury automated systems contin- 
ued throughout the year. A total of 21 courts are presently using these 
systems which operate on both the Motorola and Sperry systems. The 
expansion of the STARS and Index Replacement System (SIRS) into 
additional courts is contributing toward the objective of removing the 
Courtran applications from the DEC-10 computers. 


The Integrated Case Management System, developed by the 
Federal Judicial Center to provide the core computer programs for the 
full electronic docketing systems of New AIMS, the new Civil case 
management system, and the Bankruptcy Court Automation Project 
(BANCAP), is being used by the Administrative Office in the develop- 
ment of the new Criminal Case Management System. Use of the 
standardized programs will significantly reduce the time and associated 
costs of this system's development. 
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Bankruptcy Courts 


The Administrative Office installed Sperry computers in each of 
the Federal Judicial Center's three BANCAP pilot courts. In anticipation 
of the transfer of BANCAP to the Administrative Office in early 1988, 
steps are being taken to he'p expedite the implementation rate in the 
courts. A training center is being established in the Western District of 
Texas to provide court training in the mentation of BANCAP. This 
training center will also provide support service by responding to trouble 
Calls from the courts as they work to install the new computer systems. 
In addition to the training center, the use of regional computer centers is 
being explored. Plans are being made to install a Sperry computer in 
the bankruptcy court in the District of Massachusetts that will serve the 
needs of not only that court but of the bankruptcy courts in the Districts 
of Maine, New Hampshire, and Rhode Island. I successful, these two 
plans will allow for the rate of BANCAP expansion to be increased by at 
least ten courts per year. 


The Bankruptcy Automated Noticing System (BANS) con'inues 
to be operational in 16 districts. BANS provides notices to creditors, 
maintains claims and creditor registers, prints the first page of the docket 
sheet, automatically submits statistics to the Statistical Analysis and 
Reports Division, and generates other case management reports. This 
year, the system produced in excess of 13 million notices. 


Office Automation 


During the year, the Office Systems Branch of the Systems 
Services Division processed 1,570 requests for equipment or services. 
These requests included 1,082 for office automation equipment, 176 for 
Office automation training, 83 jor office automation software, and 176 for 
other office equipment (for example, video recording equipment, 
micrographics equipment, and mechanized files). 


During the year, the Administrative Office continued its efforts to 
complete a competitive procurement for Judiciary-wide standardized 
office automation equipmemt. A request for proposals was developed, 
and award of a contract is expected to occur during the second quarter 
of fiscal year 1988. 
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The Administrative Office also conducted a competitive procure- 
ment for the acquisition of services to produce microfiche for distribution 
to the courts, from Administrative Office generated computer output. 
The Administrative Office also worked with court personnel to complete 
the award of the contract and install an integrated office automation 
system for the Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals. 


A preliminary study to provide a management overview of the 
information requirements of the Administrative Office itself was con- 
ducted. The results of the study were instrumental in the creation of a 
special agency task force regarding automation in the Administrative 
Office. 


Communications Systems 


The Administrative Office continued the activities associated with 
acquiring a national data communications network for the Judiciary. In 
order to accomplish these tasks, the Administrative Office acquired the 
services of the MITRE Corporation for systems engineering and network 
monitoring. A request for proposals for the acquisition of a value- 
added-network to support continued Courtran communications was also 


developed. 


The Administrative Office continued with the implementation of 
the Telephone Services Program concerning the conversion of all leased 
telephone equipment to purchased telephone equipment. As of June 
30, 1987, 83 percent of court locations (approximately 17,000 
telephones) had been converted to purchased equipment. 


Contracting 


Contracting for court services expanded in the last year, and 
included several innovations. Approximately 800 contracts were 
awarded, up from 511 in the previous year. Included is a vendor 
operated copy facility to respond to copying requests from the public in 
the Southern District of Texas. The facility, established in response to a 
tremendous increase in copy requests made of the Bankruptcy Court, 
will relieve the cost and time demands made of the court. Contracts for 
court reporting services have been revised to allow the exercise of 
options to extend the term of a contract to a maximum 3-year limit. This 
potentially reduces formal solicitation procedures from annual to every 
third year. In cooperation with the Systems Services Division, the 


Administrative Services Division has been developing solicitation 
documents for the Judiciary-wide Office Automation and Value Added 
Network project contracts. A pilot home detention project contract for 
electronic surveillance of parolees has been developed, and will be 
awarded this year. Other contracts were awarded for a Supreme Court 
Integrated Library System, an update of a Public Broadcasting television 
series on the Bicentennial of the Constitution, and a Central Accounting 
System for the Administrative Office. 


District Court Automated Financial Management System 


Considerable progress had been made in implementing the 
Automated Financial Management System during the past year. As of 
June 30, 1987, 19 courts have been trained on how to use the system 
and are in various stages of implementation. Currently, nine district 
courts are transmitting their financial data automatically to the Central 
Accounting System maintained at the Administrative Office. Future 
enhancements currently under development are the integration of the 
bankruptcy courts’ financial activities and a purchase order sub-system 
which will create the purchase orders and automatically post the obliga- 
tions to the accounting records. 


New Centrai Accounting System 


In 1986, the Administrative Office entered into a contract to 
procure financial software packages to replace the current accounting 
system. The software is now being modified to meet the specific needs 
of the Judiciary. Target date for implementation is October 1, 1988. The 
new system will have the capability to capture obligation data from the 
courts which will provide more meaningful information for reporting, 
budget formulation, and execution. It will also enable the Administrative 
Office to transmit fund allocations automatically to those courts which 
are automated. 


Distribution of Paychecks 


During the past year, consistent and random difficulties were 
experienced with the delivery of paychecks to court officers and 
employees. In all but two instances, the problems were with the U.S. 
Postal Service and the inconsistent delivery time of first class mail. In 
the two exceptional instances, bags of checks were misaddressed by the 
Treasury of the United States. 
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Biweekly employees participation in direct deposit by electronic 
funds transfer (EFT) increased from 28 percent to 56 percent of the 
payroll during the year. A significant portion of the remaining 44 percent, 
who preferred receiving a check, continued to experience problems. 


Shortly before the end of the year, the Executive Committee of 
the Judicial Conference authorized the reinstitution of overnight premium 
delivery of paychecks to those locations where it had been in effect 
previously, as well as to additional locations which had experienced 
delays in the first class delivery of paychecks. This authorization is 
temporary, pending the review of options by the Administrative Office 
which would enable returning to the considerably less expensive first 
class mail, but with enough lead time to assure delivery by payday. 


PROGRAM OPERATIONS 


Audits and Referrals 


In December 1986, the staff of the Referrals Unit of the Office of 
Audit and Review was increased from one to three permanent positions. 
During 1987, 28 requests for investigations were received from the 
courts and work on 19 of them was completed. The growing number of 
referrals indicates that the Judiciary increasingly relies upon the services 
that this unit provides. 


The Office of Audit and Review performs internal and functional 
audits to evaluate the effectiveness and efficiency of administrative 
services provided to the courts. In 1987, the Office completed an audit 
of the biweekly salary payment delivery process, initiated audits of the 
procurement, space and property management process, the drug 
aftercare program administration, and financial management and 
oversight of community defender grantees. By focusing on these 
functional areas, the Office is able to recommend systemic improve- 
ments to benefit all the courts. 


In 1987, the Office of Audit and Review performed 59 financial 
audits of district, bankruptcy, and appeals courts. Of these, 23 (39 
percent) were requested by the courts. Recommendations in these 
audits addressed management controls, collections and deposits, 
disbursements of appropriated funds, procurement and property 
management, and non-appropriated funds. 
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During the year, the Management Audit Branch performed 11 
management audits at the request of court officials. Two audits were 
combined audits of district and bankruptcy courts, one was of a district 
court alone, seven were of bankruptcy court operations, and one was of 
a district court’s probation and pretrial services functions. A number of 
the audits were completed with the assistance of personnel both from 
the Administrative Office and the courts. Augmenting the staff in this 
way both increased resources and broadened the perspective of the 
auditors. In addition, the court and Administrative Office personnel who 
participated found the experience useful to them personally and of 
benefit to their courts and divisions. 


Bankruptcy 
United States Trustee System 


The Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family 
Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 makes permanent a national system of 
United States Trustees, within the Department of Justice, which is 
responsible for exercising a supervisory function over the administration 
of bankruptcy estates pending before the courts. The system will be 
implemented with all but six currently non-United States trustee districts 
being incorporated into United States trustee bankruptcy regions on or 
before November 26, 1988. The six non-United States trustee districts 
will be incorporated in 1992. 


Bankruptcy Administrator Program 


The transition provisions of the Bankruptcy Judges, United 
States Trustees, and Family Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 deferred 
implementation of the United States trustee program in the states of 
Alabama and North Carolina for a period of time not to extend beyond 
October 1, 1992. During this time, supervision of the administration of 
estates in the six judicial districts of the two states will be performed by 
Judiciary personnel. The Executive Committee of the Judicial Confer- 
ence of the United States has approved interim regulations conceming 
establishment of the bankruptcy administrator program, selection and 
appointmem of bankruptcy administrators, and various transition mat- 
ters. The courts of appeals for the circuits involved will be authorized, 
under Judicial Conference regulation, to appoint a bankruptcy ad- 
ministrator in each program district to a five-year term of office. 
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Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 


The Supreme Court has transmitted to Congress revised 
Bankruptcy Rules. The revised rules which were effective on August 1, 
1987, reflect a number of changes which will serve to implement the 
legislative changes of the Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal 
Judgeship Act of 1984. 


In March 1987, the Advisory Committee on Bankruptcy Rules 
distributed suggested interim local rules for Chapter 12 cases. The 
suggested rules are intended to provide the Bench and Bar with guid- 
ance pending completion of the formal rules making process. Thus, they 
will be binding only to the extent that they are adopted as local rules of 
court or are made applicable to a particular case by a bankruptcy judge 
in the exercise of the judicial function. 


The Advisory Committee has begun the revision process to 
accommodate the statutory changes contained in the 1986 bankruptcy 
legislation. 


Probation/Pretrial Services 
Pretrial Services 


Each judicial district is required by law to have pretrial services 
available to assist judicial officers in making appropriate bail release or 
detention decisions concerning criminal defendants, and to supervise 
and monitor conditions of release. As of June 30, 1987, twenty districts 
had established separate offices for the delivery of pretrial services. 
These districts are Maryland, Michigan Eastern, Missouri Western, 
Pennsylvania Eastern, New York Southern, Florida Southern, California 
Eastern, Nevada, Puerto Rico, California Northern, New Jersey, Pen- 
nsylvania Westem, Texas Southern, New Mexico, Georgia Northern, 
Minnesota, Louisiana Eastern, Texas Western, Missouri Eastern, and 
Arizona. These districts have been authorized 191 positions (123 
officers and 68 clerks). Eighteen metropolitan districts (districts with 6 or 
more authorized judgeships) provide pretrial services through their 
probation offices. Three of these 18 districts (California Central, Illinois 
Northern, and Texas Northern) are former demonstration districts, and 
have limited staff (23 officers and 11 clerks) authorized under Title il of 
the Speedy Trial Act of 1974, with which to perform pretrial services 
work. The other 15 metropolitan districts have not received staff to 
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provide pretrial services. There are 55 non-metropolitan districts. 
Fifty-four of these districts have received 111 positions (72 officers and 
39 clerks) to meet the pretrial services workload. 


Sentencing Guidelines 


The Federal Judicial Center and the U.S. Sentencing Commis- 
sion have been jointly planning training programs on the application of 
the proposed sentencing guidelines. The Probation Division is cooperat- 
ing fully with their efforts, and anticipates an active role in training. The 
Division has been revising Publication 105, The Presentence Investiga- 
tion Report, under the auspices of the Committee on the Administration 
of the Probation System. In conjunction with this revision, the Division 
assembled a task force composed of representatives of the district 
courts and the Federal Judicial Center. This task force is developing a 
new financial investigation model for use in the presentence investiga- 
tion report. 


Automation Needs 


During the past year, the Probation Division formed an Ad Hoc 
Committee on Automation Needs for U.S. Probation and Pretrial Serv- 
ices Officers. This committee is composed of nine chief probation and 
pretrial services officers from across the country, and serves the Proba- 
tion Division by defining the automation needs of the Federal Probation 
System. The committee will serve on a continuing basis as a Clearing 
house for future automation initiatives. The committee met on two 
occasions in 1987, with staff from the Probation Division as well as staff 
from the Systems Services Division, to define automation needs. 


Magistrates 
Revisions to Magistrates Statistical System 


The Administrative Office is statutorily assigned (28 U.S.C. 
Section 604(d)) the responsibility of collecting statistical data on the 
workloads of United States Magistrates. In the past year, significant 
progress was made toward providing the Division of Magistrates with a 
powerful and flexible automated system with which to collect and 
maintain this data. 
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The Division has developed a database system for microcom- 
puters which replaces the DEC mainframe processing system as the 
Division's mechanism ior gathering and compiling statistical information 
and for generating staiistical tables and reports. The new sysiem is in 
the testing stage, and it will be fully operational in time to compile 
Statistical data received for the year ending June 30, 1988. Among other 
benefits, it will provide the Division with the ability to re-configure the 
database as the needs of the magistrate system changes. 


In addition, the Division of Magistrates: 


-Refined and distributed instructions for the compila- 
tion and reporting of statistics by U.S. magistrates. 


-Revised the JS-43/JS-43A U.S. Magistrate Monthly 
Report forms to reflect more accurately the data 
reported by magistrates. 


-Transferred responsibility for the receipt and 
compilation of the Central Violations Bureau statisti- 
cal reports (JS-45) to the Statistical Analysis one 
Reports Division, effective July 1, 1987. 


Summary of Issues Relating to Supporting Personnel 


During the year, congressional funding was received for 16 
magistrates’ legal assistant positions, which had been previously 
approved by the Committee on the Administration of the Federal 
Magistrates System, bringing the total number of legal assistants serving 
magistrates to 260. In addition, after careful review and the approval! of 
the respective judicial councils of the circuits, the Committee authorized 
17 additional legal assistant positions; funding for these positions will be 
provided in the future. 


In each instance where a magistrate has employed a legal 
assistant, there has been a transfer of the magistrate’s clerical assistant 
position to the clerk of court. in addition, magistrate clerical assistant 
positions have been transferred to clerks of court at several locations in 
the absence of magistrates’ employing legal assistants. This administra- 
tive action has been taken to relieve the affected magistrates of the 
burden of supervision. 
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Criminal Justice Act 
Death Penalty Federal Habeas Corpus Cases 


The Criminal Justice Act (CJA) Division has been studying 
problems as :ociated with recruiting lawyers to represent state death 
sentenced p...itioners in Federal habeas corpus proceedings, and the 
potential fiscal impact on the Defender Services appropriation of the 
anticipated influx of these cases. To facilitate this study, the CJA 
Committee encouraged the courts of appeals to establish local task 
forces to study, and to report to the CJA Division, problems associated 
with providing representation in these cases. As a result of this under- 
taking, the Conference adopted two new CJA Guideline provisions 
during its March 1987 proceedings. 


One of the new guidelines authorized the appointment and 
compensation of an attorney furnished by a state or local public defender 
organization, or by a legal aid agency or other private, non-profit organi- 
zation in death penalty habeas matters. The other new guideline 
authorizes the appointment of public (e.g. Florida Capital Collateral 
Representative) and private (e.g. California Appellate Project) organiza- 
tions to provide consulting services to appointed and pro bono lawyers in 
death penalty Federal habeas matters. 


In addition to leading to the adoption of these guidelines, this 
project has served as a Catalyst for many circuit and district courts in 
addressing a wide range of other matters related to the appointment and 
compensation of counsel, experts and other providers of services in 
connection with Federal death penalty habeas corpus petitions. At the 
request of circuit representatives, personnel from the Division have 
attended and actively participated in task force meetings in the Eleventh 
Circuit (Florida, Alabama, and Georgia) and in California (California, 
Northern; California, Eastern; California, Central; and California, 
Southern). 


Pilot Projects to Expedite CJA Payments 


Following the receipt of complaints from judges, clerks of court, 
and panel attorneys regarding excessive delays in payments to CJA 
atiorneys and experts, the Administrative Office established a task force 
to study and implement procedures to expedite payments of CJA 
vouchers. The Judicial Conference’s CJA Committee encouraged the 
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Division to initiate pilot projects in several districts (California, Southern; 
California, Central; New York, Southem; and Oregon) to test the 
proposal. These pilot projects began during August 1987. If successful, 
the new system will be implemented during fiscal year 1988, by adding 
the district courts from two or three circuits a month until the program is 
in place throughout the Judiciary. 


The new system requires the clerks’ offices to enter attorney 
appointment data into the automated CJA Claims System, audit attorney 
and expert vouchers for mathematical correctness and compliance with 
the CJA Guidelines (a function most clerks’ offices currently are perform- 
ing), and submit them to the presiding officer for approval. Once the 
vouchers have been approved by the presiding judicial officer, the clerks 
will enter all fiscal and statistical data from the vouchers, via modems, 
into the Administrative Office's automated CJA Claims System. Pay- 
ment information will be taken from this system and checks will be 
issued by the Administrative Office within three days after the receipt of 
the payment data. The proposal should reduce voucher payment 
processing by as much as one month. 


Clerks’ Offices 
Central Violations Bureaus 


A revised standard violation notice form has been completed 
and transmitted to the issuing agencies for printing and distribution. The 
revised violation notice, which should be in use by all agencies on or 
before October 1, 1987, will ease the input burden on the deputy clerks 
in the central violations bureaus. 


A videotape, which will be used to train new officers in complet- 
ing the revised violation notice and other aspects of issuing a violation 
notice, has recently been filmed by the Federal Judicial Center. The 
videotape should be finalized in time for training officers on use of the 
new violation notice. 


The Administrative Office provided assistance and information to 
assist the Federal Judicial Center in conducting a study at the request of 
the Judicial Conference Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements on the 
possible further consolidation of Central Violations Bureaus. The study 
was presented to the Subcommittee at its May 1987 meeting. 
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U.S. Trustee Interim Guidelines 


To facilitate a smooth implementation of the U.S. Trustee 
System, the Clerks Division organized two meetings of selected 
bankruptcy clerks and U.S. Trustee representatives to draft transition 
provisions for the United States Trustee Program. These drafi provi- 
sions were circulated to all bankruptcy chief judges and clerks for 
commem and were reviewed by bankruptcy clerks and members of their 
staffs at the bi-annual seminar for clerks in New Orleans and the seminar 
for Deputies-in-Charge in Nashville, both sponsored by the Federal 
Judicial Center. 


The Bankruptcy Division reviewed the draft guidelines and, after 
making a number of suggested modifications, presented them to the 
Bankruptcy Committee of the Judicial Conterence for approval and 
d'.semination to all bankruptcy courts. 


The transition guidelines address procedural aspects of the shift 
of estate administration functions from the courts to the U.S. Trustee 
Program as mandated by Public Law 99-554 (The Bankruptcy Judges, 
United States Trustees, and Family Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986). 
The guidelines are designed to eliminate as much duplicate record 
keeping as possible between the two agencies and to streamline the 
processing of petitions. 


Court Sizing Index for Clerks’ Salaries 


Throughout the past decade, the responsibilities of court 
management officials have multiplied as a result of increased case 
filings, growth in support staff, automation, and decentralization of many 
functions formerly performed by the Administrative Office. In addition, 
no updates in the salary classification structure for clerks of court had 
been approved for several years. Until recently, clerks from districts wiih 
the heaviest growth in caseload and other management responsibilities 
were not being appropriately remunerated. 


As a result, the Judicial Conference took on the task of revamp- 
ing the salary structure for clerks of district and bankruptcy courts with 
the objectives of fairness to the clerks of court, economy, and future 
applicability. The Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel, with input 
from court managers and the Administrative Office, developed a pro- 
posal which ranks courts by way of a multi-factored formula based upon 
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judgeships, magistrates, and staffing. This formula, known as the court 
sizing index has breakpoints to determine the grade levels of clerks 
(JSP-14, 15, 16, and 17) based on four categories of size. Additional 
provisions called for salary limits of JSP-15 for chief deputy clerks in the 
largest courts, a re-calculation of the formula every two years, and a 
proviso that a district court executive would receive the same salary as 
the district court clerk. 


The Judicial Conference of the United States approved the court 
sizing index at its March 1987 session, and the index was implemented 
in the following month. 


Court Reporting and Interpreting 
Court Interpreting Services 


Table 22 provides the statistics for calendar year 1986 on the 
number of docketable events throughout the country requiring interpreter 
services, by language. Eighty-one percent of the proceedings requiring 
an interpreter of Spanish used a certified interpreter. The Director 
appointed a Federal Court Interpreters Advisory Board to provide 
recommendations on (a) criteria that would demonstrate the need to 
develop additional certification programs; (b) how to assess qualifica- 
tions of non-certified interpreters; (c) pay; (d) orientation programs for 
non-court employees; and (e) a code of professional ethics. The Judicial 
Conference endorsed legislation which would extend to those appearing 
before a grand jury the right to a certified interpreter. 


Electronic Sound Recording 


In 1986, 49 district court judges, both active and senior, in 22 
districts, requested electronic sound recording as the means of taking 
the record, rather than using shorthand or stenotype reports. Addition- 
ally, 66 bankruptcy judges used electronic sound recording in 30 
districts. One court began the electronic sound recording program in 
mid 1984 and by the end of 1986 nine district judges and three 
bankruptcy judges were using electronic sound recording to produce all 
or some of their records. 
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Table 22 


Interpreter Use by Language 


Catenua: Year 1936 
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Budget Decentralization 


A committee of Circuit Executives proposed to the Budget 
Committee of the Judicial Conference at its January 1987 meeting, that 
a pilot project to decentralize the budgetary process be initiated. The 
proposal included a recommendation that three districts in the Ninth 
Circuit and the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit should participate 
in the pilot project for two years, with the necessary planning to be 
accomplished during fiscal year 1987. The Committee also suggested 
that all categories of funding, except those of an uncontrollable nature 
such as judges’ salaries and travel, jury fees, etc., should be included. 
The purpose of the proposal was to give the courts greater control over 
their resources and increased flexibility in moving funds between 
expenditure categories. 


The Budget Committee recommended that the Committees of 
the Judicial Conference whose programs would be affected, be con- 
sulted before making a recommendation to the Judicial Conference. The 
Budget Committee also recommended that the pilot courts be more 
diversified. The Circuit Executives proposed adding the Southern 
District of New York which is now considered the fifth pilot court. 


Meanwhile, the Administrative Office is undertaking a review of 
all expenditure categories to determine what problems, if any, might be 
encountered in decentralization and what procedures are required to get 
the proposal fully implemented. The review and preparation of proce- 
dures, which include consulting with the Circuit Executives and the pilot 
courts, has been lengthy and will be made available to the Chairmen of 
the appropriate Committees during August 1987. 


OTHER ACTIVITIES 
New Sentence Comparison Report 


During the past year, the Administrative Office published a new 
Statistical report, "U.S. District Courts Sentence Comparison Reports" 
covering the two-year period from July 1, 1984 through June 30, 1986. 
This new publication contains a detailed summary of the sentences 
imposed for several offenses, based on various factors concerning the 
characteristics of the offender and the circumstances of the offense. 
The report contains both statistical tables and charts with information 
which may be helpful to probation officers in deciding which factors to 
consider in making sentence recommendations. The data for this report 
were developed from the Federal Probation Sentence and Supervision 
Information System and the publication was a joint project of the Statisti- 
cal Analysis and Reports Division, Systems Services Division, and 
Probation Division of the Administrative Office, and the Research 
Division of the Federal Judicial Center. The individual data items were 
provided by the staff members of the probation offices. 


Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System (JSAS) 


There has been a steady decrease in JSAS participation by 
newly-appointed judges since 1982 (Table 23). Actual participants have 
declined from 687 to 586. This represents a decrease from 78.5 percent 
of the total eligible to 57 percent of the total. As a result of the new 
JSAS legislation signed by the President on June 19, 1986, there were 
52 judges who opted into the JSAS program while 111 judges opted out 
of the program. The number of annuitants has remained relatively 
constant since 1979, and at 197 for the past two years. The undis- 
bursed balance of the JSAS fund (Table 24) has increased steadily 
through the years and annual reviews by outside parties have continued 
to find the fund actuarially sound. The investment holdings, par 
amounts, and interest rates are listed in Table 25. 
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Table 23 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System 
1980 through 1987 


Judicial Survivor 
Officials Annuitants 
Per- Aver- 


On the | Partic- | cent-| Num-| age 


1980....... 814 667 82 | 197 10,673 
1981....... 838 683 82 | 195 11,156 
1982....... 875 687 79 | 197 12,197 
1983....... 889 680 77 | 198 12,862 
1984....... 908 668 74 |} 185 14,435 
1985....... 941 661 73 | 197 13,587 
1986....... 999 653 65 | 197 14,543 


1987....... 1,036 586 57 | 192 16,112 


* Spouses only. Children receiving an annuity: 10 (1983); 
9 (1984); 11 (1985); 8 (1986); and 3 (1987). 


Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System 
Receipts, Disbursements, and Balances 
1980 twough 1967 
(in Thousands of Dollars) 
Judicial Survivors’ Annukies Fund 1960; 1061; 1962 1963 1984 1985 | 1986 1987 
=—=— 
Balance July 1: 
investments (lace amount)... .. $49,196 $56,076 $63,367 $71,060 $78,171 $88,042 $96,397 $109,261 
Undiebureed Balance......... ) 370 176 185 224 251 193 304 
Balance July1............ 49,264 56,446 63,563 71,254 76,395 88,293 96,590 109,565 
Recepts: 
Direct Appropriation (P.L. 96-26) . 616 . . . . : . 
Salary Deductions........... 1716 1868 24865 2,237 2,244 +2342 #2302 #2,522 
Agency Contributions......... 1,716 1,889 2,485 2,237 2,244 2,342 2,392 1,420 
Service Credit Payments ....... 63 19 20 1§ 8 20 24 220 
interest on invesiments....... 4,716 4,053 6,031 6,939 7,993 9314 10,696 11,474 
Discounts on investments (net) 1,193 963 3430s -1,374 379 64-652 4=—-1,.242 = -1,824 
Total Receipts ............ 9,404 9,449 10,678 10,054 12868 13,466 14,262 13,612 
Disbursements: 
Payments to Annullants....... 2,005 2,175 2,502 2,557 2,570 2,622 2,751 2,983 
Death Claums............... 4 52 32 5 26 4 4 
a 35 3% 27 77 131 235 243 4,120 
Accrued interest Purchases... . 91 118 406 246 264 266 289 70 
Total Disbursements ....... 2,221 2,332 2,967 2,912 2,970 3,169 3,287 7,177 
Balance June 30 
investments (face amount)... . . 56.076 63,387 71,060 78,171 88,042 96,397 109,261 116,046 
Undiebureed Balance......... 370 176 185 225 251 193 304 154 
Balance June30.......... $56,446 $63,563 $71,254 $78,396 $88,293 $986,590 $109,565 $116,200 
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Table 25 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuity Fund 
Investment Holdings as of June 30, 1987 


Interest Rate 


Type of Investment 


Par 
Amount 


4-1/4 percent 
4-1/8 percent 
3-1/2 percent 
8-1/2 percent 
3 percent 

7 percent 
3-1/2 percent 
8-1/2 percent 
8-3/8 percent 
8-1/4 percent 
7-5/8 percent 
11-3/4 percent 
11-3/4 percent 
13-1/8 percent 
13-3/8 percent 
15-3/4 percent 
14-1/4 percent 
10-3/4 percent 
11-1/8 percent 
11-7/8 percent 
12-3/8 percent 
13-3/4 percent 
11-5/8 percent 
12 percent 
9-3/4 percent 


-——— 


U.S. Treasury Bonds 08/15/867-92 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/89-94 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 02/15/90 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/94-99 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 02/15/95 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/93-98 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 11/15/98 
MK Bonds 05/15/94-99 

MK Bonds 08/15/95-00 


$ 722,000 
167,000 
188,500 

1,738,000 
51,000 
195,000 
113,500 
2,571,000 
46,552,000 
1,144,000 
550,000 
2,676,000 
866,000 
1,480,000 
3,134,000 
6,815,000 
3,342,000 
2,125,000 
3,542,000 
4,383,000 
3,229,000 
3,794,000 
3,874,000 
9,771,000 
13,023,000 


Total investment Holdings (Per Value) 


$116,046,000 


REPORT OF COMPLAINTS FILED AND ACTION TAKEN 
UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 372(c) 


Any person alleging that a Federal judge or magistrate has 
engaged in conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious admin- 
istration of the business of the courts, or that such officer cannot dis- 
charge all the duties of the office because of physical or mental dis- 
ability, may file a complaint with the clerk of the appropriate court of 
appeals or national court (Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c)). Such com- 
plaints are initially reviewed by the chief judge of the court, who may 
dismiss the complaint if it is not in compliance with the filing provisions of 
Section 372(c); directly related to the merits of a judicial decision; or 
frivolous; chief judges may also conclude the proceeding if corrective 
action has been taken. Otherwise, they shall appoint a special commit- 
tee to investigate the allegations in the complaint on behalf of the judicial 
council. The judicial councils are granted power to take appropriate 
action, except that in no circumstances may the council order the 
removal from office of a judge appointed to serve during good behavior 
under Article Ill of the Constitution. 


The disposition of complaints is not judicially reviewable on 
appeal (as provided by Section 372(c)(10)). The complainant or the 
judicial officer may, however, petition the judicial council for review of 
any order of a chief judge dismissing a complaint. Petition may also be 
made to the Judicial Conference for review of judicial council orders 
issued after special committee investigation. The Conference is permit- 
ted to act on such petitions directly or to establish a standing committee 
to take final action on its behalf. in July 1982, the Chief Justice ap- 
pointed the Judicial Conference Cummittee to Review Circuit Council 
Conduct and Disability Orders, consisting of four judges, who act for the 
Conference in its review responsibility under Section 372(c)(10). 


During 1987, the number of complaints filed against judicial 
Officers decreased nearly 26 percent from 312 in 1986 to 232. Large 
declines in complaints filed in the Second Circuit (down 32 complaints) 
and the First Circuit (dowi: 30 complaints) accounted for most of the 
overall decrease. More than half of the complaints filed last year in 
these two circuits were by a single complainant. This explains, in large 
part, the substantial declines they reported in 1987. The Ninth Circuit 
reported the largest number of complaints (53) primarily because it has 
the largest number of judicial officers. In sharp contrast, no complaints 
were filed in the Court of International Trade. Table 26 summarizes 
judicial complaint activity from 1982 through 1987. 
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Table 26 


Judicial Complaints Filed, Concluded, and Pending 


1982 through 1987 


Number of Complaints 


1985 


1986 


Percent Change 
1987/1986 


——= == 


-25.6 


Action Taken 
Referred to Judicial 
Conference 


12.9 
-8.4 


-9.2 5 


32 


' Etfective October 1, 1981 through June 30, 1982. 
2 Percent not calculated on fewer than 10 cases. 


Each individual complaint filed may involve multiple allegations 
against numerous court officers. Once again, the allegation cited most 
often (in 121 complaints) was that a judicial officer acted in a prejudicial 
or biased manner. Seventy-one complaints alleged abuse of judicial 
power and 26 alleged undue decisional delay. Fifty-three complaints 
alleged “other” conduct that was detrimental to the effective and ex- 
peditious administration of the courts. The majority of these allegations, 
however, were outside the jurisdiction of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 
because they were directly related to the merits of a court’s decision in 
the original case. Table 27 provides, by circuit, judicial complaint activity 
during 1987. 
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Compared to 1986, the number of complaints concluded fell 13 
percent to 244. Despite the decline, terminations outnumbered filings. 
Consequently, the number of complaints pending dropped 20 percent 
from 59 in 1986 to 47 on June 30, 1987. 


As in previous years, the vast majority of complaints (208 or 85 
percent) were concluded by the chief judges. They dismissed 198 of the 
complaints, ruling that 144 were directly related to the merits; 38 were 
not in conformance with the statute; and 16 were frivolous. Appropriate 
corrective action had already been taken in eight complaints and two 
were withdrawn by the complainant. 


The judicial councils disposed of the remaining 36 complaints. 
Thirty of the 36 complaints reached the judicial councils by way of 
petition for review, while the other 6 were referred by the chief judge 
after a special investigative committee had been appointed under Title 
28 U.S.C. Section 372(c)(4)(A). The councils dismissed all but one of 
the 36 complaints. In that one case, the council referred the complaint to 
the Judicial Conference for further consideration. 


Two complaints reached the Judicial Conference. One was 
referred to the Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and 
Disability Orders under Section 372(c)(10) and was still pending as of 
June 30, 1987. The Judicial Conference acted directly on the other 
complaint, which was referred by the Eleventh Circuit Judicial Council 
under Section 372(c)(7)(B)(i). The Conference therein certified to the 
House of Representatives that consideration of impeachment of a United 
States district judge may be warranted, as provided in Section 372(c)(8). 
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REPORT OF FEES AND EXPENSES 
AWARDED UNDER THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUST’CE ACT 


THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT 


The Equal Access to Justice Act, reauthorized by Public Law 
99-80, 99 Stat. 183, lessens the financial burden on private parties who 
prevail against the U.S. in agency adversary adjudications or non-tort 
civil actions, by authorizing the award of attorney fees and expert 
witness fees. The Act also covers outlays for any study, analysis, 
engineering report, test, or project necessary in building a case. To be 
eligibie for such an award, the party must prevail and meet certain 
financial requirements of the statute. Even when the private party 
prevails against the U.S. and is determined to be financially eligible, the 
attorney fees and other expenses requested can be denied if the U.S. 
can demonstrat’ that its position was “substantially justified.” Applica- 
tions for fees may also be denied if the court finds that the private litigant 
used delaying tactics or if special circumstances exist which would make 
an award unjust. This is the sixth report submitted by the Director in 
accordance with Title 28, U.S.C. Section 2412(d)(5). 


AMENDMENTS TO PREVIOUS REPORTS 


The 1982 report included one case where the court awarded 
$435 999 in attorney fees and other expenses against the Department of 
Health and Human Services and three other agencies. This case was 
appealed and subsequently remanded to the district court several times. 
Finally, in Greater Los Angeles Council on Deafness v. Community 
Television of Southern California, 813 F.2d. 217 (Ninth Circuit 1987), the 
appeals court reduced the award to $138,551 and awarded it under 
provisions of The Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (Title 29 U.S.C. Section 
794a(b)) not the Equal Access to Justice Act. Table 28 provides revised 
totals for 1982. 


After the 1986 report was published, data were received on 15 
additional fee determinations made prior to June 30, 1986. These cases 
raised the total number of applications terminated during 1986 to 672. 
The Federal courts granted nearly 84 percent of the applications and 
awarded a total of $2,567,910 to the successful applicants. 


BAG 
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Table 28 


Decisions on Equal Access to Justice Act Applications 


1982 Through 1987 
Total Applications | Applications Total 

Year Applications Denied Granted Awarded 
1982! .. 33 23 10 $264,339 
1983... 141 93 48 $778,502 
1984... 296 130 166 $1,417,211 
1985... 577 157 420 $1,912,768 
1986... 672 108 564 $2,567,910 
1987... 482 95 387 $3,844,431 
Percent 

Change 

1987/1986 -28.3 “12.0 -31.4 49.7 


‘Etfective October 1, 1981 through June 30, 1982. 
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ANALYSIS AND SUMMARY OF 1987 DATA 


During 1987, Federal courts disposed of 482 applications for 
attorney fees and other expenses, 28 percent fewer than in 1986 (See 
Table 29). The substantial drop in equal access applications was largely 
attributable to a 30 percent drop in applications filed against the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services from 588 in 1986 to 412 in 1987. 
Most of these applications involved termination of disability benefits 
under the Social Security Act. The number of these cases filed in the 
U.S. district courts has dropped 59 percent since 1984. Since equal 
access determinations are made after a decision on the merits of the 
case, the decline in disability benefits filings is now affecting the number 
of equa! access applications for attorney fees. Despite the decline, the 
Department of Health and Human Services was the agency named in 85 
percent of all equal access applications. Twenty-seven other agencies 
were involved in at least one equal access decision. As in prior years, 
the vast majority (416 applications or 86 percent) of equal access 
applications were decided in the U.S. district courts. Two districts, New 
Jersey (57 applications ) and New York, Western (51 applications ) 
accounted for 22 percent of all equal access dispositions. Another 54 
(11 percent) applications were terminated in the U.S. Courts of Appeals. 
The U.S. Claims Court disposed of 10 applications and the U.S. Court of 
International Trade disposed of 2 applications. 


More than 70 percent (338 applications) of the actions con- 
Cluded this year were original applications under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
2412(d)(1)(A), after judgment in a civil case against the United States. 
Another 24 percent (114 applications) were original applications under 
Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2412(d)(3), after the court reviewed an ad- 
ministrative agency decision. Four equal access decisions were made 
after a petition for leave to appeal an administrative agency's fee 
determination had been filed pursuam to Title 5 U.S.C. Section 
504(c)(2). The agency's denial of attorney fees was affirmed in three 
cases and reversed in one. 


Twenty-six applications involved an appeal of a lower court 
decision. The appellate court affirmed the lower court in 18 cases and 
reversed in the other 8 cases. Cases remanded to the lower court for 
further proceedings are not included in this report. 


Federal courts granted 387 (80 percent) requests for attorney 
fees and other expenses, awarding a total of $3,844,431. This is not the 
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| Agptoaione Denied | Qremed Nana ond Amount of Awards! 
Total Fees atm | eee Jo 
Cow Agency cations Nuriber ( teerned Number Claimed Aw eoted o 4 Cc o 
US Clone Coyn 
Comerassion on Federal P aperwor 1 ] 30.166 ’ . ‘ 
Dept. of the Av Force 1 . ] 0 000 6206; 620 
Dept of Deterse... a . 2 144 464 24,301; 20.47) 3690 
Dept of the intertor 2 i] 46 206 ' 306 842 202% | 202% 
Dept of the Nevy 1 ‘ 931 . ' . 
federal Aviation Adrranast ation 1 ] 24 000 . 
Wraemnal Revenue Service 1 ' 132,068 , ‘ 
<a Otice of Personnel Management 1 . 1 10,388 0.228 0.225 
S U.S Coun of international Trade 
Dept of Commerce 1 1 2 ‘ 
Dept of the Treasury 1 1 23.008 22,407) 22,467 
US Omgernct Courts 
Dept. of Agramure .. 1 . 1 7088 + 088 2.080 
Dept of the Aw Force 1 . 1 1,600 Ou 1,690 30 
Dept of th Anny 2 1 2 1 457 42,067) 42,147 610 
Oegt of Detense 1 . ] 30,085 30,671 204 
Dept of Energy........ 2 . 2 100,000 100,000 | 100,000 
Dept of Health and Human Services k oO) 136,448 “3 658 @aa 763,126 | 758,406 278 4.446 
Dept of Housing a J 
Urban Devetopmert 3 ’ 16 000 2 43,904 O00) 42,94 whe 
Oept of the interior 2 2 689 146 . ' 
Oept of Aston... 2 1 14,212 1 226 360 226,300) 216,167 7,172 
Dept of the Nevy ......... 1 : 1 000,058 960 058 
Dept of Transporation 2 . 2 02,800 $7,087| 66.208 a) 
Federal Election Corenission 1 1 $1,920 . . , 
leneragration and Naturalization Service 2 . 2 1,220,323 1,216,060 11,114,066 100.183 
Wwaernal Revenue Service — 3 2 6.002 1 am 6087 6.802 ty 
Occupational Safety and Health Admin 1 . 1 024 L- 3) 
Seourthes Exchange 1 1 mB. 17900) 17.809 10 
* An Anomey Fees 
@ ~ Study, Anatysia, Engineering Report, Test, or Project 
C = Expen Witness Fees 


D - Other, inctuding photocopying costs. telephone expenses, and wanaporiation costs 
2 Pettioner did rat apecity an amount in the request for sttomey fees. 
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amount actually received by successful applicants, however, because 
many awards are appealed. As in prior years, the vast majority of the 
total amount awarded (97 percent) was for attorney fees. Another 
$125,268 was for other expenses such as travel and photocopying and 
$275 was awarded for expert witness fees. 


Although the number of awards dropped 31 percent, the total 
amoumt awarded rose nearly 50 percem. This substantial increase in the 
amount awarded is due to two very large awards which together account 
for 56 percent of the total. In the first case, Louis v. Nelson, 646 F. 
Supp. 1300 (Southern District of Florida, 1986), the court awarded 
$1,206,791 against the Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS). 
The applicants successfully challenged an INS policy of accelerated 
exclusion proceedings and detention without parole of all Haitian 
refugees. In the second case, Edmonds v. U.S., 658 F. Supp. 1126 
(South Carolina, 1987), the court awarded $960,058 in a class action 
suit against the Department of the Navy. The court held that the Navy 
had wrongfully withheld reenlistment bonuses from as many as 30,000 
persons. The United States has appealed both of these awards. 


Of the 95 denied applications, 61 percent (58 applications) were 
denied because the court found the United States position “substantially 
justified” as reasonable in law and in fact. Fiiteen were denied because 
the application was not filed in a timely fashion; nine because the 
applicant was not the prevailing party; five because the court did not 
have jurisdiction to hear the request; four because the applicant should 
have filed under another fee-shifting statute; two because special 
circumstances made an award unjust; one because the applicant unduly 
protracted the proceedings; and one because the applicant withdrew the 
request. 


In one of the two “special circumstances” cases, the court 
denied the application because the statute does not authorize attorney 
fee awards for pro se representations. In the other case, Taylor v. US., 
815 F.2d 249 (Third Circuit 1987), a navy serviceman was convicted of 
manslaughter in Spain by the Spanish courts. While he was appealing 
his sentence, the serviceman’s term of enlistment expired. The Navy 
extended the serviceman's enlistment even though he refused to extend 
it voluntarily. After the serviceman lost his appeal, he fled to the United 
States, was located by the Navy, and was going to be returned to Spain. 
He won a restraining order preventing him from being returned to Spain, 
however, because the Navy wrongfully renewed his enlistment. 
Nevertheless, the court denied his equal access application because the 
serviceman’s conduct enabled him to avoid serving his validly-imposed 
criminal sentence. It would be unjust, therefore, to award attomey fees. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL TABLES 
ANNUAL REPORT 
OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURTS 


TWELVE MONTH PERIOD 


ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


Teble 8-1 
Appeals F tied by Circuit Involving Adm inistretive Dee 
During the Tweive Month Period Ended June 30, 1987 


Cirewit 
DC] ist] tnd] 3rd} ath] sen] etn) Ten] een] oem] rot] tien 


676 «639 ©1998 201 144 249 268 61 $11 


Benefits Review Board (BRB) ........660555 23 i 1 67 6 6 
Commodity Futures Treding 
Comm iesion (CPTR) oe ‘ 7 2 a 4 


Depertment of ( ° 
Depertment of Health and Human 
Services (MMB). ........ eseneeee 


Department of interior (DOI) 
Department of Labor (LABR) 


Department of Trensportation (TRAN).... 
Environmental Protection 


Commlapion (CC)... 6c ccc cece ccccceeess 
National Labor Relations 

board (NLRB)... 

Nucleer Ree iy wot Coo (WRC) 

Ocecupe tional my Ey 


Oceupe tional pn and Health 
iesien (OSH 


Reilroad Retirement Board (RRAB).........5. 2 1 2 e 
Securities end Exchange 
Commission (SEC) - 1 - - - 


a Seer SSN. - oes ee) ee ee | 
Oter® 2. ccc cceees e*eeeeeervee eee . « 4 1 4 13 


° Inctudes all agencies involved in lees then ten appeals during the twelve month peried. 


Table S-2 


U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS OISPOSED OF AFTER ORAL HEARING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOOS ENDED JUNE 30, 1963 THROUGH 1987 


Cracuit 


seeeen ° 061 0,246 9,803 0,611 3.9 

Pe Seeecceeeee 463 601 446 306 476 20.1 

PIAST 2... cee 316 371 306 364 304 6.8 

COND ....... 062 eee 001 eee 22] - 6.3 

THIRO ........ 476 637 600 86) 460 | -16.3 

FOURTH ....... 604 731 702 eee 760 | -11.6 

 . Rae 760 616 647 762 766 3.0 

SIRTH .... 66. 1,030 1,047 1,180 1,070 1, 161 7.6 

SEVENTH ...... 7860 776 730 e458 789 -10.2 

EIGHTH ....... 476 607 710 684 726 114.3 

WINTH ........ 1,601 1,418 1,320 1,660 1,611 - 3.0 

TENTH ......., 442 $46 434 $35 40s | - 7.5 

ELEVENTH ..... 670 736 603 1,166 949 -18.0 

Table 8-3 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Terminated on the Merits 
(Disposed of After Oral Hearing or Submission) 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1987 
After Oral After Submission 
Hearing On Briefs 
Percent Percent 
of En of En 
Cireuit Totel | Totel| Totel | Banc | Panel | Totel | Totel | Ranc | Panel 
Tetal.... 8,502 | 9,511] 51.4 81 9,430 | 8,991] 48.6 18 8,973 
District of 

Columbia....| 948 478] 50.4 4 474 470| 49.6 - 470 
Pirst........] 681 384; 59.0 1 383 267; 41.0 - 267 
Second.......} 1,218 922; 75.7 | 921 296 | 24.3 - 296 
Third. .......] 1,206 400; 39.8 7 473 726} 60.2 1 725 
Fourth.......] 1,685 769; 45.6 12 757 916) 54.4 1 915 
Pifth........] 2,191 785; 35.8 4 781 | 1,406) 64.2 6 1,400 
Sixth eeereeee 2,206 1,151 52.2 7 1,144 1,085 47.8 a 1,055 
Seventh ......] 1,135 759] 66.9 8 7$1 376) 33.1 - 376 
Eighth ++] 1,399 728) 52.0 10 718 671; 48.0 1 670 
Ninth...... - +} 2,606 | 1,611] 61.8 15 1,596 995 38.2 3 992 
Tenth .......] 1,243 495; 39.8 6 489 748 | 60.2 2 746 
Eleventh .....] 2,014 949; 47.1 6 943 | 1,065] 52.9 4 1,061 
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Table 3-4 
U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
TOTAL CASE PARTICIPATIONS IN CASES TERMINATED ON THE MERITS 
(APTER ORAL HEARING OR SUBMISSION) 
OURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CASE PARTICIPATIONS BY 
RESTOENT ACTIVE RESIOENT SENIOR VISITING 

CiaculT suo0Ges CIRCUIT JUOGES JUOGES PERCENT BY 

SENIOR AND 

wom- | PeR- wue- | PER- NuM- | PER- VISITING 

T TOTA Te Te a re 
TOTAL. ...... 66,679 46,020 62.8 6,660 10.0 4,000 7.1 7.1 
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 2,076 2,631 66.0 163 6.7 162 6.3 12.0 
Ue 1,066 ' 06.2 468 3.56 22) 1.3 14.6 
SECOMD. 0 ccc eeee 3.664 2,627 77.2 e168 16.9 210 6.0 22.8 
THIRD. eee 3,674 2,764 76.0 $10 13.9 410 1.2 26.0 
POURTH. 0 cee 6,180 4.306 63.6 $e) 4.3 270 6.2 16.6 
MD cccceeeeaeeees 6,606 6,008 061.2 ae 6.3 160 2.6 6.6 
SEAT. eee 6,703 6.326 70.4 003 13.5 476 7.1 20.6 
SEVENTH. 6c eee 3,463 2. 68.0 208 6.6 219 6.3 18.0 
BIGHTH. © 0c 4,276 3.872 63.5 340 6.0 384 6.6 16.5 
ee 6,219 6,766 62.6 1,033 12.6 306 4.6 17.4 
. SAAT Trrrrre 3,763 2,907 70.2 324 6.6 462 12.2 20.8 
ELEVENTH. Ww. wees 6,132 6,1te 63.5 393 6.4 621 10.1 16.6 
* ALL PERCENTS MAY NOT ADD UP TO 100.00 DUE TO ROUNDING. 
Table S-5 
U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
TYPE OF OPINION OR ORDER FILED IN CASES 
TERMINATED ON THE MERITS 
(AFTER ORAL HEARING OR SUBMISSION OW BRIEFS) 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
TYPE OF OPINION OR ORDER 

TOTAL WRITTEN, WRITTEN, 

TERMINATED WRITTEN, UNSIGNED, UNSIGNED, 

CIRCUIT ON THE MERITS SIGNED REASONED® | WITHOUT COMMENT 


0 Serre re Te 18,502 138 7,439 8,633 2,092 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 948 - 311 505 132 
+. 6h4eadatans’ 651 ° 368 283 - 
err ee 1,218 5 487 725 ’ 
I 6060 6606000066 1,206 ad 654 33 519 
PE 026440008068 1,685 - 349 1,335 ’ 
24 2600.04604044 2,191 - 1,134 994 63 
TD £54.44004060640% 2.206 133 §33 1,461 79 
CN + 244404600004 1,135 ° 679 4368 18 
Pn ¢¢ceeecgeess! 1,399 - 610 436 353 
a+ 40460404244 2,606 - 917 1,474 215 
it 226466040 006 1,243 ad 636 258 149 
ELEVENTH... .......... 2,014 ~ 561 89) 562 


INCLUDES ONLY OPINIONS AND ORDERS WHICH EXPOUND THE LAW AS APPLIED TO THE FACTS OF THE 
CASE AND DETAIL THE JUDICIAL RES SONS UPON WHICH THE JUDGMENT IS BASED. 


2o5 


107 


Table 3-6 


U.S. Courts of A 


Appeals Pending by Circuit and Length of Time 
As of June 30, 1987 


ia Length of Time Pending 
Total......| 26,008 | 6,007 5,360 4,084 2,696 | 5,569 21.4 
District of 
Columbia....| 1,859 372 209 264 202 122 38.8 
First ....006. 716 274 156 113 46 127 17.7 
THTTTT 620 455 212 98 35 20 2.4 
Third........] 1,308 $21 355 239 96 97 7.4 
Fourth......+] 1,062 717 507 292 212 224 11.5 
Fifth......+.] 2,882 1,107 642 366 218 219 8.6 
Sixth........] 3,025 995 655 483 363 $29 17.8 
Seventh......] 1,496 447 312 286 140 311 20.8 
Righth......+.] 1,273 467 309 222 148 127 10.0 
Ninth........] 5,008 ] 1,354 934 935 663 | 1,012 30.7 
Tenth .......] 2,278 450 334 340 249 902 39.6 
Eleventh .....| 2,034 938 645 446 326 479 16.9 
Table S-7 


Appeats Under Submission 
More Than Three Months on June 30, 1986 and 1987 


Tenth 


eeeereeeeeeeeneee 


eee eeeeeeeeeeeene 


1987 
Months Under Submission 


1,218 | 1,163 | 668 241 94 160 
120 37 18 9 2 “ 
100 1 3% 19 3 17 

9 26 18 6 2 “ 
38 27 20 . 1 . 
10 21 16 4 ° = 
60 90 | 67 19 . 4 
37 30 | 22 “ . . 
71 108 | 63 24 12 9 

144 168 | 106 31 22 9 
71 42 31 1 1 3 
252 231 | 135 44 25 27 
225 183 56 35 20 72 
80 120 | 84 28 6 i 
1 0 ° . . . 


*TECA - Temporary Fmergency Court of Appeals 
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Table S-8 
Civil Cases Filed by Origin 


1978 ..... | 138,770 | 123,659 
1979 ..... | 154,666 | 138,080 
1980 ..... | 168,789 | 149,369 
1981 ..... | 180,576 | 159,172 
1962 ..... | 206,193 | 183,098 


1983 ..... | 241,842 | 215,212 
1984 ..... | 261,485 | 232,727 
1985 ..... | 273,670 | 242,884 
1986 ..... | 254,828 | 221,830 
1987 ..... | 238,982 | 202,582 


Percent 
of 1987 
Total e*eee 100.0 84.8 8.8 


Also includes transfers under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407. 
Initial data collection in 1981. 
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Table 8-12 
Civil Cases by Neture of Suit 
As Of June 30, 1963 through 1067 


Percent 
ieet 
Neture of Bult 1963 1904 1905 1906 1907 1906 
Tete! . ** * eee ‘ . ‘ ** 231,020 260,202 264,114 242,177 243,159 6.4 
UB. Came. cc ccc ccues ceveceee] 9,080 01,896 77,808 $7,064 $4,221 4.3 
Recovery of Overpeyments 

and Enforcement of 

Be 16,001 16,822 22,417 13,228 6,009 “32.0 
Other Contract . 6. ccc ce enee 4,069 4,318 $,022 4,903 4,334 “13.2 
Land Condemmation .......6655 3,627 2,706 2,247 1,740 1,071 13.3 
Other Real Property. ........5. 3,744 4,317 4,907 4,728 4,509 “2.9 
Tort ACUGNS occ een 3,005 4,018 3,003 4,070 4,275 4.0 
Antitrust . eee nee ” 30 | 
Civ Rights: 

Accommodations ........5. ” 32 23.1 
SPYPTTITITr ry 1,361 1,369 1,410 1,865 1,789 12.4 
Vv eeeeeeeeeeeeee . 12 18 18 18 ba 
w oecoece TeTTTTLiTy 62 64 6s 61 $2 “14.8 
Other Civil Rights ......... 924 042 600 004 906 1.3 
Prisoner Peti 
Motions to Vecete 
Sentence PYTTTITiiTTy 1,047 1,063 1,084 1,128 7.0 
Hebeas Corpus eee eee ‘ 77 1,103 2,840 1,127 061 “14,7 
Ciwil Rights eevee eeeee 848 717 785 2 $09 -12.2 
Mende mus and Other eeeeeee 211 288 211 he 172 “17.7 
Forfeiture and Penaities........ 2,807 2,745 3,688 2,701 2,920 6.1 
Suite .. cc ccee eoeeee eee 1,411 1,344 1,184 1,323 1,136 12 
Social Security Laws........... 21,661 29,900 20,302 12,047 12,907 | 
Tex Suite....... TYTTTTIT eee 3,215 3,364 2,964 2,947 3,015 2.3 
Environmental Matters........ ‘ $20 $74 6 649 690 6.3 
Freedom of information 

Be ccc asececececs TUTTI? $31 $39 $21 468 450 -3.6 

All Other UB. Capes... 6.6.55... 3,287 3,807 3,477 3,813 3,291 4.) 
Private Cages..... PTTTTTriryr yi 161,062 168,766 176,596 164,913 188,998 2.5 
PPT rrrerrrriy 38,233 37,604 30,544 40,409 40,526 6.3 
Ree! WD ccccccccrsccece 2,038 7,002 2,770 3,033 3,101 2.2 
Federe! Employers’ Liability 
TTTeTTVT TTT TULererily 2,598 2,423 2,606 3,174 3,273 31 
Motor Vehicle Persona! 

In TUPTPTTTTTIOLITITL TTL 6,161 6,060 6,219 6,390 7,411 16.0 
Marine Personal injury ......... 6,473 6,080 $,674 $,271 4,030 4.4 
Airplane Personal Injury ........ eae 00s 627 648 1,100 69.8 
Ameult, Libel, and 

'TvVVYYTTIITITITT TT) 1,040 1,026 o2 Ge 631 4.3 
Medicel Malprectice........... 1,239 1,817 1,700 1,714 1,680 -2.0 
Personal Injury Product 
EREIEOD cc ccccrccecccccees 15,468 18,457 21,935 26,043 28,928 i. 
Other Personal Injury .......... 6,510 6,959 9,266 9,006 8,765 -2.7 
| Property.......... eee 4,463 4,201 4,227 “1.9 
A eee eee 2,227 1 | 1,570 1,300 “12.1 
Bankruptcy Appeals ........... 1,041 2,533 3,408 3,163 3,181 4.4 
Civil Rights: 
Accommodations .......... 279 248 7.0 
Employment... .....555. . 10,801 11,032 10,777 10,683 10,800 -3.3 
YOUR occ ccccccccvcees 49 241 221 4.3 
Welfare ©. ccc ceeee 276 224 198 164 188 -3.7 
Other Civil Rights ....... . 11,396 12,181 12,229 11,929 11,446 -4.0 
Interstate Commerce .......... 762 19.1 
Prisoner Petitions 
COTOUB 6.6 cee 6,260 6,434 6, 6,049 7,085 3.6 
Civil Rights... 6c eee eeees 16,922 17,817 16,737 19,502 20,346 43 
Mandamus and Other ....... 101 1 190 18.1 
Lebor Suite 2... ccc cece eeee 9,000 9,637 9,048 10,408 10,492 4.1 
Copyright, Patent end 

Tra@emark . eee 4,503 $,90? 6,140 $,207 $,437 2.6 

Securities, Commodities 
Bwchange . . 6 6 6 ccc ceee 3,919 4,305 4,006 $,027 5,147 2.4 
All O@er wc eens ° 4,605 5,608 6,747 7,361 7,776 $.6 
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Table 8-13 
Civil Cases Pending Three Yeors or More 
On June 30, 1986 and 1967 


Clrevit Pending omy Cireuit Pending 
and dune 30, | June 30,| Percent end June 30, | June 36, | Percent 
Distriet 1906 | 1967 |Chenge* District 1906 | = 1987 [Chenge® 
Tetal | eeeeee 19,352 19,702 2.8 Th Cl. ener 1,204 1,464 14,0 
BE .cccccvcces 131 221 68.7 Ben Meccccvces 62¢ 675 7.3 
SEE 
meen | ee TERETE ee 2 | 48.3 
tot Clr. .....] 2,207 2,953 2.4 Sl Peereeee 69 6 17.4 
| A eer 195 190 1.5 
ME see eee ener 161 $} 71.8 In, 8 eeee eee 221 310 #3 
MA eeeeeee 1,064 2,005 11.9 |) A . Li) 0 “11.6 
My seeecees 8 4.7 wiWw.. ‘ ° 4 : 
PR wscvsccces 161 120 25.5 OHChl...... 404 416 3.0 
and Clr......] 3,081 3,066 1.2 AR, EB wc cecees 19 35 64.2 
AR, W.....5. ee 16 5 . 
CT... eeeeee 048 D4 1A, NN... ee 2 25 108.3 
wy, x . . . 431 $11 18.6 1A, b | . ee . 45 49 $3.3 
NY, E . 428 -3.4 MN ‘ . ‘ 9s 76 -20.0 
WV, 8 wccccces 920 6 6.1 MO, E wee eee 64 91 42.2 
NY, Weccece ee 392 313 -20.2 MO, . eee 6s 13 “14.1 
eeee . 17 12 -29.4 NE eeeee eeeee 25 13 -40.0 
MD wn cues eee vu 24 -22.6 
Ind Cee. eee 780 oie 22.4 8D eeeee 10 5 ad 
DE wcccee cove 63 1% 28.4 Om Clr......] 2,090 3,249 12.4 
NJ . eeeeeeee 205 360 22.0 
PA, E . . . 100 138 23.0 AK e*eeee . eee 102 oo -2.9 
PA, eeeeoeeee 3% 15.4 AZ. ee . eee 141 147 43 
PA, Wan cenee 148 106 23.7 CALM oe eeees 212 378 76.3 
Vi.. eeeee 110 128 16.4 CA,E.. eee 272 282 -7.4 
CA,C ..uue 310 316 1.9 
4th Clr. .... 1,126 1,188 5.2 CA,8 . seer 149 179 20.1 
|, PPP eeeeeey 306 490 62.7 
BD cccccccces 332 4s 25.0 Te ccccccccccs 1S se -22.7 
WC, B wcccceee “ 7 ~0.0 eee 9) 0 6.3 
NO, Mow ccweee 2 6 bd |) eee 161 171 4.5 
NO, Wow ecceee 13 19 4.2 OR wnvcceoee . 17 16 4.9 
8c eeeee eeeeee $$ wo -27.3 WA, z . eeee 18 108 0.0 
VA, B wccees 282 209 14.7 WA, Wen cccnes 124 113 0.9 
We, WH cccccces 1$ 6 -9.3 ) seve 628 8 0.1 
WV,N.... 262 208 6.0 LL | eee $ 3 e 
08 ceccccee 60 22 -63.3 
10 Cir. .... 719 629 -12.5 
StH Cir. ..... 3,582 3,703 4.3 
GD cccccccecd 117 117 ba 
LA, e eee . 216 163 -15.3 ks. eee eeeee 2$1 153 -39.0 
LA, M....5s . 130 140 7.7 NM...... . 1 76 7.0 
LA, W..... 11 106 4.5 eee $$ $3 -3.6 
MS,M on wees 60 of 68.0 OK, E ... esse 16 P| -31.3 
MS,$.....66- 017 1,436 56.6 OK, Wo. . ce eee 7 42 13.8 
TX,M.... ° 177 16 -9.6 coees ee 169 170 0.6 
TX, Ez eeneeeeene 926 00.2 wy ee ef a 
THB. cccccces 024 1,007 22.2 
TX,W..... eee 191 6.3 1ith Cl, . 996 69? -30.8 
Ch Cl. eeeee 2,082 1,064 4.2 AL, WH ccccccca 31 76 -16.1 
AL, M wee ewes 19 12 -36.8 
KY, Be ccccccs . 191 138 -29.3 AL, eeeeeeee * 96 4s “19.6 
KY, W...... 284 262 3.1 PLM wee eee ot 38 ° 
E . . 304 263 -33.2 PL, Ms eeeeeee . 263 249 4.0 
Mi, e eeeeee 106 92 -13 2 PL, 8 eeeereeee . 194 188 -16.6 
OH, N eeeeene 363 391 7.7 GA, a eeeeeee °| 329 00 -78.7 
OH,8 .......-. «2 368 4.5 GA, M..... se 78 34.5 
T™, 7 ee . 10 32 220.0 GA, 4 eeeeee ‘ 4 4 ba 
TH, Mow eee 39 a 10.3 
TH, Ww cw cece 293 278 4.1 


* Percent change computed where bese is 10 or more. 
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Table 8-15 
Criminal Defendants Convicted and Not Convicted 
1986 and 1987 


Method of Disposition 


Percent of Defendants .........> 


Dismissed e*eeeteeee#ee*ne_eneeseeene0eeeeee 
Acquitted by: 
Court 


Percent of Defendants eeeeeeeeee 


By Plea of Guilty eoeeeoeeaeeeoeveeeee8 
Nolo Contendere eeeeoeeeeeeneeeneee 
By Court eeeeeeoeaeeceeweeeeeeenese 


Type sentence: 
Pine only... 0. ce ccecccecece 


YCA or YO eeeeeeeeeeeee8 


Probation.....scscesceses eee 
Term (Months) 
1-12... 
13 -24.....6.- 
28-36... ccc ccccccens 
37 and OVEF 2. cee cccees 


L. 98-473, effective 10-12-84). 


Tadle 3-16 
U.B& District Courts 
Status of Criminal Defendants with Cases Pending on June 30, 1963 through 1967 


Fugitives efter trial or guilty plea 
and before sentencing 


are mentally incompetent and dlemissais by the U.8. Attorney. 


were not classified under an excludable delay status category 
and delays under Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3161(H). 
Includes defendants whose prosecutions were deferred or sentenced under Title 21 U.8.C. Seetion 844(bX 1). 


Table $-17 
Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismissed 
Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a) in 1986 and 1987 
1986 1987 


First Second Pirst Second 
Interval interval Interval Interval 


l 
E 


, 


W/O - Without Prejudice 
W/P - With Prejudice 


Table S-18 
Defendant Terminations within Speedy Trial Intervals One or Two 
1985 through 1987 


First Interval: 
Total Defendants .......... ee 14,138 17,198 19,830 


Defendants Indicted in 30 Net 
Days or Less Following 


Arrest *e*eeeeeeeeeenseeeeeeeees 13,687 16,664 19,129 

Percent of Total.......... oes 96.8 96.9 96.5 
Second Interval: 

Total Defendants ........... : 44,900 47,192 50,494 


Defendants Tried in 70 Net 
Days or Less Following 

Indictment .......eseeee008 43,254 45,243 47,817 

Percent of Total.......-.e00- 96.3 95.9 94.7 


*Correctec totals 
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Trials Completed in U.S. District Courts 


Table S-19 


1976 through 1987 

Civil Criminal 

Non- 

jury 
1976 ...] 19,580 /11,656| 8,098 3,558 | 7,924 | 2,773 5,151 
1977 ...| 18,827 111,605 | 7,792 3,813 | 7,222 | 2,661 4,561 
1978 ...] 18,851 11,515 | 8,326 3,189 | 7,336 | 3,344 3,992 
1979 ...| 18,563 | 11,764] 8,348 3,416 | 6,799 | 3,132 3,667 
1980 ...| 19,825 | 13,191 | 9,254 3,937 | 6,634 | 3,216 3,418 
1981 ...] 21,239 | 14,697 10,047 4,650 | 6,542 | 2,962 3,580 
1982 ...]| 21,397 | 14,753 | 10,074 4,679 | 6,644 | 3,076 3,568 
1983 ...] 21,345 | 14,689} 9,712 4,977 | 6,656 | 3,003 3,653 
1984 ...| 20,830/14,374| 9,037 5,337 | 6,456 | 2,823 3,633 
1985 ...] 20,729] 14,254] 8,817 5,437 | 6,475 | 2,778 3,697 
1986 ...| 20,242113,276| 8,054 5,222 | 6,966 | 3,066 3,900 
1987 ...] 19,985 | 13,162] 7,597 5,565 | 6,823 | 2,912 3,911 
Percent Change 

1987 over 
-0.9 -§.7 6.6 -2.1 -§.0 0.3 


1986 .. | -1.3 
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Table S-21 
Weighted and Unweighted Pilings Per Authorized 
District 


1983 through 1987 
Case Filings 1983 | 1984| 1985| 1986| 1987 


=—— 


Authorized Judgeships ......| 511 511 571 571 $71 


Total Weighted............| 473 496 453 461 461 
Pree 420 443 401 408 408 
Criminal ............ 53 53 «4§2 $3 ~~ «$3 

Total Unweighted . . . .| 817 555 $21 491 465 


CIV oo ce eee ee eee eee ee) 472 $10 478 445 417 
Criminal ........eee005) 45 45 43 46 48 


* Criminal filings include only felonies and exclude transfers. 
The territorial courts of Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, and 
the Virgin Islands are excluded. 


Table 8-22 
Three-Judge District Court By “ature of Suit 
1982 Through 1 


Nature of Suit 1903] 1983] 1984 | 1968] 19861] 1987 


. APPFPPTTTTTTTTTTTTTITrrrrrTrTrre 62 27 35 10 19 20 
Reapportionment ......ccccesecseccseces 42 9 17 2 I 1 
Civil Rights... cece cer ccesesecseeeese 19 16 16 8 18 19 
Discrimination .......cccccesccesececees a 1 + bead - - 
Educa ereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeene 1 @ bad - - - 
Employment... ...cccccccescsesesscecs 1 bad - - - - 
Mental pationts ......ccceccceccccseces 1 > > bea ° bad 
Penal code and prisoner petitions........... 1 1 . - - - 
Voting and election laws eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee i4 i4 15 § 15 17 
Welfare... cc cscccccccvecsvecseseces ° a baad aad ° 1 
Constitutionality of other state 
statutes... cece cer eveseseeveseses 1 = = > aad 1 
All Other... ccc cc cere eee e reer eeeeeees 1 2 2 > 3 = 
] Revised. 


2 Two cases were considered on briefs without hearing in 1986 and in 1987, 


Table S-23 
Passport Applications and 
Petitions for Naturalization 
1970, and 1980 through 1987 


Pass- Petit- 
port ions 
Applica- for Aliens 
tions Natural- | Natura)- 
Year Processed*| ization ized 

1970 ...| 473,270 94,660 $9,025 
1980 ...]| 23,803 150,646 133,721 
1981 ...}| 18,650 145,339 161,177 
1982 ...] 15,018 158,146 141,252 
1983 .../| 11,800 172,877 166,121 
1984... 9,603 218,616 171,750 
1985 ... 2,584 279,781 236,099 
1986 ... 1,996 293,252 252,679 
1987 ... 696 219,693 260,885 


* Excludes passports 


courts. 


processed by regional U.S. 
passport offices, U.S. post offices, and state 
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Table S-24 
Cumulative Summary of Actions Subjected to 
Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 Proceedings 
1968 through 1987 


Originally Filed in Transferee 
Districts @eeeeeeeeee 


Total Subjected to Section 1407 


Terminated by Transferee Courts or 
Remanded by the Panel 


Total Presently Pending and 
Subjected to Section 1407 


As of 
July 1, 
1986 


9,458 459 
5,568 441 6,009 
15,026 900 15,926 


(13,659) (415) (14,074)* 


1,367 1,852 


* Includes a total of 2,600 actions which have been remanded by the 
Panel and 159 actions re-assigned to transferor judges within the 


transferee districts. 
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Table S-26 
Misdemeanor (Defendants) Disposed of by U.S. Magistrates 
From 1983 t 1967 


Offenses | 1983 1964 19865 


93,513 64,475 90,757 


11,276 13,779 


7,919 


Table S-27 
Districts with the Highest Number of Misdemeanors 
Disposed of by Magistrates Duri 
the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1987 


Districts Total | Traffic Immigration | Other 


California, Southern ‘ 9,165 6,375 
Virginia, Eastern 8,807 - 
Maryland 8,803 2 
Texas, Western 7,016 1,959 
Kentucky, Western 4,257 2 
Oklahoma, Western 3,921 
3,859 
North Carolina, Eastern 3,753 
Washington, Eastern 3,115 
California, Northern 2,770 


Table 5-28 
Matters Handled by Pull-Time, Part-Time, and Combination Magistrates 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1967 


Pull- Part- | Combina- 
Activity Total Time | Time thon 
‘Trial Jertediction Cases ........> 06,900 N/A N/A N/A 

Misdemeanors Other Than 

Petty Offenses... 6. cs ceceeeees 12,896 N/A N/A ON/A 
Potty Offenses... 5c ccc eeceeneeee 63,002 | 47,068 34,926 208 
Preliminary Proceedings .......... 134,001 | 122,008 11,319 164 
Bearch Warrants... 666s c cc eeccues 11,744 10,920 146 iT] 
Arrest Warrants/Summonses ........ 14,063 | 13,623 1,062 oe 
Initial Appearances... 6... see eeees 45,571 40,069 4,354 248 
Detention Hearings... 6.6666 seeues 0,708 8,578 1,078 52 
Bail Reviews 6.0.6.6 ccc cere eenees 7,140 6,398 716 26 
Preliminary Examinations .......... 6,104 5,606 459 39 
Grand OO 4,110 3,085 197 28 
Arraignments .. 6.6 ccc cere ween 26,827 | 26,453 2,210 164 
WYTTTTTTITITITIT TTT TTT 5,904 5,376 497 31 
Additional Duties... . «6. 66 eee 231,029 | 220,042 7,779 2,308 
Criminal ... 666 cc cece ewww eenes 41,515 | 4 1,264 247 
Motions (A)... 6.6. c cece eeeeens 26,378 | 27,334 917 128 
Motions (B) .. 6.6 ccc eee eens 2,871 2,788 78 5 
Bvidentiary Hearings ........... 1,452 1,398 53 1 
Pretrial Conferences .........+.. 3,622 3,465 107 30 
Calendar Calla... 6. ccc eee weee 1,666 1,591 4 1 
OtNOr occ ccc eee eee ee eeeees 3,525 3,408 35 62 
GOT cc cccccecccccs TETTTITILT 162,512 | 154,962 5,724 1,806 
Pretrial Conferences ........55>5 45,167 42,669 1,067 $31 
Motions (A)... 6. cece eee eees 04,722 | 90,006 2,662 1,064 
Motions (B) .. 6. cc ccc eee eeee 7,777 7,426 303 as 
Bvidentiary Hearings ........... 1,532 1,417 $1 64 
Social Security... 6.66 eee 6,714 6,456 211 “7 
Special Masterships ............ 1,509 1,498 11 - 
Calendar Calla... 6 6 occ cee ees 2,173 2,001 $1 1 
TEETETELELELELTT TTT 2,018 2,429 438 $1 
Prisoner Litigation .........6ce0es 27,002 25,956 791 255 

(Bvidentiary Hearings) .......... (1,201); = (1,153) (46) (2) 
State Habeas .. 6. eens 7,164 6,049 1% 41 
Federal Habeas ... 2. 6c cc ceees 2,589 2,491 wo * 
Civil Rights... cee eee 17,229 16,516 $07 206 
Civil Comment Capes ..... «2.655 4,970 4,886 69 15 
wi \) PRPPPTTTITITT TTT eee 4,008 3,046 57 5 
WOTTTTTETITLITITTIT Tee $38 451 * - 
MU 6 00000000000000008 4 10 
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Table 8-29 
Probationers Received from Judges by of Term 
and from U.S. Magistrates (Totals Only) 1983 - 1987 


Probationers Received from Judges US. 


Table 3-30 
Judge Probationers Completing Terms Successfully by Original Term of Supervision, 
Showing Early Terminations and Average Term Completed in Each Group, 
June 30, 1981 - 1987 
1-12 Mos. 13-24 Mos. 
Avg. Avg. 
Pet. Pet. | Mos. Pet. Mos. 
Year Total Early | Total Early | Compl. | Total | Early | Compl. 
1981 ... | 10,679 32 1,048 25 - 3,021 46 - 
1982... 9,676 28 25 - 2,549 30 - 
1983... 8,905 30 1,000 23 - 2,387 33 - 
1984... 6,981 w» 888 24 10 2,596 32 22 
1985... 9,250 3% 825 24 10 2,591 32 22 
1986 ... 9,683 28 681 19 10 2,436 29 22 
1987 ... 9,502 29 765 23 10 2,220 28 22 
25-36 Mos. 37-48 Mos. Over 48 Mos. 
Avg. Avg. Avg. 
Pet. Mos. Pet. | Mos, Pet. | Mos. 
Year Tota! | Early | Compl. | Total | Early | Compl. | Total | Farly | Compl. 
1981... | 4,123 | 32 ‘ 970 | 49 - |agi7 | a . 
1982 ... 3,619 27 - 871 45 - 1,653 | 20 - 
1983... 3,112 31 - 808 47 - 1,598 | 17 - 
1984... 3,154 30 M4 823 $2 44 1,520 | 2 59 
1985... 3,449 31 4 786 $1 44 1,599 | 19 58 
1986... 3,778 28 34 932 51 44 1,652 | 17 59 
1987 ... 3,631 30 34 1,052 53 44 1,634 | 17 59 


eg Average months completed by group was NOT provided in Table E-6 prior to 
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Table 8-31 


Persons Received for Supervision by Offense 


1986 and 19867 
1986 1987 
Offenses Number | Percent | Number | Percent 
aes 
Total *eeeeeeeen4eeee 36,420 100.0 37,231 100.0 
Homicide, Robbery, Assault & 

Burglary eeervreeeeeeeeeenee 2,244 6.2 2,174 5.8 
ee ee 3,485 9.6 3,225 8.7 
Embezzlement e*eeneeeeeeeeeneee 2,265 6.2 2,398 6.4 
Fraud *eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 6,015 16.5 6,367 17,1 
Auto Theft. .....scececcscees 1.0 364 1.0 
Forgery & Counterfeiting ....... 2,580 7.1 2,322 6.2 
“s Laws (all cases) ......5..5. 9,090 25.0 10,522 28.3 

Marihuane . *eeoeneeeeneeneeenee 2,069 7.8 3,138 8.4 

Narcotics. eeeeeeeeeeeeeenee 4,823 13.2 5,829 15.7 

Controlled Subst ances eeeeeeene 1,398 3.8 1,555 4.2 
Weapons & Firearms e*eneeeeeeeee 1,312 3.6 1,409 3.8 
Other General — PTTTTTTT 4,872 13.4 4,591 12.3 
Immigration . . . *eeeeeeaee 1,661 4.6 1,418 3.8 
Other Special Offenses . eeeee 2,550 7.0 2,441 6.6 

Table $-32 

Persons Removed from Each Type of Supervision for Violation 
19863 - 1987 
1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 
No. | Rate | No. | Rate | No. | Rate | No. | Rate | No. | Rate 
eee 5,044 18.5 | 5,269 186.8 15,863 20.2 16,321 20.5 | 6,706 21.7 
Judge Probation ........ 1,913 17,2 | 1,787 15.9 | 2,035 17,7 | 2,154 17.8 | 2,416 19.8 
U.S, Magistrate 

Probation. ......656. 871 15.3 880 14.0 999 §=—s:15.2 | 1,156 16.7 | 1,292 18.5 
Pretrial Diversion....... 72 3.7 70 3.4 91 4.4 55 2.6 68 4.5 
Federal Parole ......... 1,600 31.1 | 1,934 36.7 | 2,038 38.1 | 2,086 37.7 | 2,007 38.5 
Mandatory Release...... 294 16.9 2760=—s «14.5 308 14.3 385 15.3 421 = 15.0 
Military Parole......... 12 5.1 14 5.5 13 5.5 10 4.5 29 9.1 
Special Parole ......... 262 20.9 338 27.0 379s«S31.6 475 33.5 453)0—so1.2 
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APPENDIX | 


DETAILED STATISTICAL TABLES 


ANNUAL REPORT 


OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


OF THE 


UNITED STATES COURTS 


TWELVE MONTH PERIOD 


ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


Table A-1 
Supreme Court of the United States 
Cases On Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining On Dockets 
At Conclusion of October Terms 1982 through 1986 


In 
Origi- Forma 
Cases Total nal Paid Pauperis 
+ = 
1982 
Cases on Docket.......... 5,079 17 2,710 2,352 
Disposed of .....0eeeeees 4,201 3 2,190 2,008 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 878 14 520 344 
1983 
Cases on Docket.......... 5,100 18 2,688 2,394 
Disposed of ......seeeees 4,140 7 2,148 1,985 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 960 11 540 409 
1984 
Cases on Docket.......... 5,006 15 2,575 2,416 
Disposed of ......eeeeees 4,261 8 2,175 2,078 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 745 7 400 338 
1985 
Cases on Docket.......... 5,158 10 2,571 2,577 
Disposed of .......eee00% 4,275 2 2,095 2,178 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 883 8 476 399 
1986 
Cases on Docket.......... 5,134 12 2,547 2,575 
Disposed of .......eee00. 4,360 1 2,105 2,254 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 774 11 442 321 


October Terms 


Cases 1982 1983 | 1984 1985 | 1986 


Argued during term ..........| 183 184 175 171 += 175 
Disposed of by full 
OPINIONS . 0... cece eee eees 174 #174 «+1159 161 #164 
Disposed of by per 
curiam opinions ........... 
Set for re-argument .......... 

Granted review this 
| terM oo cee enenee eoecees | 179 149 185 187 38167 
Reviewed and decided 


wm 
t- 3) 
—_ 
— 
— 
So 
—_ 
oS 


without oral argument ......| 135 86 82 103 = 113 
Total to be available 

for argument at outset 

of following term ..........| 113 80 87 §6101 91 
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TABLE B. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING, BY CIRCUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIODS EMDING JUNE 30, 1986 AMD 1987 


FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 

CIRCUIT 1986 1987 CHANGE 1986 1987 "CHANGE 1986 1987 PCHANGE 
TOTAL... 0005 34,292 35,176 2.6 | 33,774 34, 444 2.0 25,276 26 ,006 2.9 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 1,871 1,583 -15.4 1,638 1,966 20.0 2,242 1,859 -17.1 
2) ) Pe 1,186 1,110 “6.4 974 1,092 12.1 698 716 2.6 
SECOMD. ....ccceeeeees 2,932 3,008 2.6 2,954 3,008 1.8 820 820 0 
THIRD. occ cceeeeeveees 2, 468 2,595 5.1 2,506 2,579 2.9 1,292 1,308 1.2 
FOURTH... . cc ceceeeees 2,799 2,886 3.1 2,949 2,760 6.4 1,826 1,952 6.9 
FIFTH. cece eseeeveees 3,837 4,301 12.1 3,904 4,174 6.9 2,425 2,952 5.2 
SIXTH. . cc ececeesecees 3,618 3,817 5.5 3,339 3,762 12.7 2,970 3,025 1.9 
SEVENTH. ...cceeeevees 2,278 2,173 4.6 2,366 2,340 “1.1 1,663 1,496 -10.1 
EIGHTH. 0. cc seeseeees 2,053 2,209 7.6 1,976 2,150 8.8 1,214 1,273 4.9 
WINTH. . ccc ceeeeeeeens 5,291 5,652 6.8 5,112 5,092 -.4 5,338 5,898 10.5 
TEMTH. . cc ceeeeeevees 2,030 1,967 -3.1 1,857 1,857 0 2,165 2,275 5.1 
ELEVENTH... ...ceeeeee 3,929 3,875 -1.4 4,199 3,664 ~12.8 2,623 2,834 8.0 


SEL 


TABLE oo U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
ee WATED, AMD PENDING, BY CIRCUIT, 
“unl is THE TWELVE noun PERIGD ENDED AME 30, 1987 
CASES TERMINATED 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
TERMI MAT IONS OM THE MERITS 
CASES 
COMMENCED $ 
CASES 1 

CIRCUIT AND PEMDING OF BY AFTER 6 
MATURE OF AAY 1 GRIG-| RE - BY ey ORAL MISSION |AUNE 30 

PROCEEDING 1906 | TOTAL | IMAL |STATED®| TOTAL | IDATION | TOTAL | JUDGE | STAFF | TOTAL | HEARING GRIEFS| 1967 
ALL CIMOUITS......... 25,276 [95,176 34,723 453 | 4,444 2,689 |13,283 | 5,028 6,225 | 18,902 9,$11 8,991) 26,008 
CRIMTMAL .. 0. ee eeeeeeees 4,103} 5,260) 5,207 53 5,099 495 | 1,236 494 742 | 3,308 2,108 1,200] 4,324 
U. S$. PRISGWER PETITIONS 994) 1,802) 1,762 A 1,589 n 644 263 361 906 196 790} 1,147 
GTWER U. S$. CIVIL....... 3,631] 4,490) 4,430 60 331 | 1,638 396 «61,242 2, 1,442 1,227 483 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 3,096 | 6,686) 6,571 119 | 5,975 71 | 3,179 | 2,092 1,087 | 2,728 604 2,121] 3,007 
GTWER PRIVATE SITE 0000 9,496 |12, 960/12, 421 199 +363 1,283 | 4,798 | 1, 3,569 | 6,282 4,077 2,205) 9,693 
GAMKRUPTCY......00555> 722 | 1,060] 1,024 16 962 62 422 110 312 98 290 206 780 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. : 3,115] 2,723) 2,695 20 3,237 605 | 1,265 414 051 1,967 794 773; 2,601 
GRIGIMAL PRECEEDINGS.... 179 615 613 2 621 aq 71 41 se? o 907 173 
OISTRICT OF COLUOBIA. 2,242| 1,983) 1,583 e 1,966 a2 516 109 “47 948 478 470) 1,099 
Crimi eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee be as > @ 23 14 q 7 $2 42 10 78 
uv. $. “pai soucn PETITIONS a4 «7 67 : sO ° 18 5 13 32 e n 61 
GTWER U. S$. CIVIL....... sa) + 463 . 426 67 125 19 106 2% 139 s Aa] 
PRIV. PRISGWER PETITIONS a 28 28 ° 23 - 7 2 5 le 1 15 33 
GTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 2 251 251 e 1 199 82 21 61 130 97 33 242 
GAMKRUPTCY... 0. see eens 16 s e 12 1 ve ° - 11 7 4 9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 1,220 678 678 e 963 212 123 54 269 648 188 260 915 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 21 32 e 1 - 7? 1 e 24 3 21 22 
FIRST CIMCUIT........ 698; 1,110) 1,101 9 1,092 2 412 +] 317 651 3s 267 716 
WAL....... 190 220 215 5 228 ll 61 21 60 1% 110 2% 182 
U. S$. PRISGWER PETITIONS 23 22 1 15 2 5 1 + a 4 4 9 
vu. s. CIVIL iT eee 141 224 224 bd aM 6 6 13 53 162 54 106 131 
PRISONER 21 % 75 1 61 - 30 ia 16 31 17 14 » 
ore PRIVATE CIVIL. TTT 492 490 ? 368 10 195 41 154 263 174 69 318 
BANKRUPTCY... 0... eeeeee 14 21 21 . w% a 12 2 10 14 8 6 9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. ‘ P| n n : “” e 22 3 19 22 15 7 w 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 2 15 15 ° 16 - 1 - 1 15 2 13) 1 


6E1 


CURING THE VE MeNTW @® EmwED 2, 
CASES TERMINATED 
TERMI MAT IONS 
TERMI RATIONS TWE 
CASES 
COOHENCED CASES 

CASES DISPOSED Cade 
CIRCUIT AMD PENDING oF BY AFT PENDING 
MATURE OF AAY 1 al Comsat ev ov GRAL | MISSION | AME BD 

1906 | TOTAL) IRL IDATION | TOTAL | JUDGE | STAFF | TOTAL | HEARING) GN ORIEFS| 1967 
SECOND CIACVIT....... 620; 3,063 2,095 292, (1,498 327 «1,171 | 1,238 922 2% 620 
CO 222 Gee $31 121 132 14 118 272 304 $8 241 
U. S$. PRISGMER PETITIONS 22; 128; 116 1 44 3s “ bed 20 be 3s 
U. $. CIVEL....... 103; 3S; M2 2s 197 1s 8182 188 165 % a2 
PRIV. PRISONER PET 152; | 5 9 a3 199 = 143 143 Ld) Lad 124 
GTWER PRIVATE CIVIL.... 257) 1,192) 1,147 121 eld oe 93 aa) mA 57 278 
eeeeeeeeeeeeee ss 65 $2 2 63 3 BS 33 16 17 12 
ADMIUISTRATIVE APPEALS mh; «6198S ss98 3 ili 2 ] a o~ $3 il A] 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 3 n - 1 ° 1 & a bad 5 
THIGD CIBCUIT........ 1,292) 2,995| 2,922 1S3 | 1,220 see) = 632 | «1,206 880 726; 1,308 
eeeereeeeeeeeeeee 192 995 wl 24 128 68 66 191 “6 1% 144 
U. S$. PRISGHER PETITIONS $4; 164) «188 3 77 3s 4a Led 7? n 4d 
U. $. CIVIL....... 187; #272) 24 ca) 121 3s “ 181 73 108 131 
PRIV. PRISONER PET 147; 43; i ? 208 20g & 100 17? 63 160 
GTMER PRIVATE CIVIL..... $46| 1,040) 1,019 7 43 ist 3% sis 299 296 Sal 
BAMRUPTCY . ccc eeness C1) 91 ae 7 ad 21 2 27 10 17 54 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 120; 201; 192 14 107 67 40 a aa 41 116 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 6 ts] cid . ? 3 . 2 6 23 3 
FOURTH CIRCMIT....... 1,026, 2,086, 2,883 332 623 ™ 86437 | 1,685 769 916; 1,982 
CRIMIMAL.. ooo eeeseeseees 33; MCS 101 sa 6 $2 243 iv”? 7 279 
U. S$. PRISGHER PETITIONS 68; 199; 199 3 20 9 ll 113 ? 106 122 
GTWER U. S$. CIVEL....... 2 «tC 28 9 14 % 190 115 7S 205 
PRIV. PRISGWER PETITIONS 357; +900; Of 4 ‘Kae 267 n hie ® Sa 1 
GVMER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 635; 690; 689 J 340 o 2 67 338 129 714 
GAMMRUPTCY.... «6. sees “7 es a ? 31 16 21 Bb 2 li oe 
ADMIUISTRATIVE APPEALS... 167; 144) 143 14 n i3 oy 161 1s 6 119 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 9 2 22 . 13 7? 6 20 3 ? A 
FIFTW CIMCUIT........ 2,425) 4,301) 4,219 403 | 1,980 4968 1,082 | 2,191 705 1,406; 7.952 
eesesccoscescecs 341; +503; 4% 0 103 17 % 377 162 215 al 

U. S. PRISGHER PETITIONS 4 ” % i 42 7? 3s 34 4 90 
GTWER U. S$. CIVIL....... 209, +338; 322 ‘& 112 21 91 217 73 Lee 

PRIV. PRISGHER PETITIONS 573| 1,120) 1,094 11 530 3170s 23 B2e w 2% a 
GTMER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,219; 1,769) 1,740 t62 $Be 9 86992 768 Sed $42 se 
BAMKRUPTCY... 2... sees ee 62; 147; 1 13 $2 9 as) o 2s n a 
ADMIWISTRATIVE APPEALS... 165; 249; 46 n ioe @ i2 ”7 n A i” 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... il 7 7 ° 13 + 10 68 4 oe 7? 


Ort 


TABLE 0-1. U.S. CBURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AMD PENDING, BY CIRCUIT, 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIED UME 30, 1967 


CASES TERMINA ED 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
TERMINATIONS GM THE MERITS 
CASES 
COMMENCED CASES 
CASES 01 SPOSED AFTER CASES 
CIRCUIT AND PENDING OF BY AFTER SUB- |PEMDING 
WATURE OF ALY 1 ORIG-| REIN- Conset - Sv ey GRAL | MISSION |. AME 30 
PROCEEDING 1966 | TOTAL | IMAL |STATEDe | TOTAL| IDATION | TOTAL | JAUDGE | STAFF | TOTAL | MEARING|/ ON BRIEFS; 1967 
SIXTH CIRCUIT........ 2,970 | 3,817 | 3,793 a4 3,762 219 | 1,337 548 789 | 2,206 1,191 1,055; 3,025 
CRIMIMAL.. cc cccccsccces Mr 437 Ce i 410 a7 127 41 a 256 212 a4 
U. S. PRISGHER PETITIONS 114 182 177 5 50 16 uM 128 12 ie 114 
GTWER U. S. CIVIL....... $11 532 528 4 601 25 169 $1 118 407 193 214 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 572 954 352 2 931 1 353 257 % $68 149 419 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,095 | 1,320| 1,309 il 1,254 106 509 129 300 639 be 170; 1,161 
BANKRUPTCY... 2. cccccsess 65 7 & > 73 29 4 3s cy) 26 10 7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 250 768 267 1 276 40 LJ “9 ) 141 87 54 242 
QRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 6 w 3 - 3% 5 1 a 29 1 28 9 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT...... 1,663 | 2,173 2,195 18 2,340 139 | 1,066 653 413 | 1,135 759 376; 1,496 
CRIMIMAL... cc ecccccecees 263 297 2% 1 310 25 a7 37 5O 198 154 bag 250 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 130 172 169 3 193 ? 112 81 31 79 33 be 109 
OTHER U. s. CIVIL. eeeeee 160 201 201 an 223 14 0 .) 5 119 os $1 13 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 248 a4 44) 7? oa) 2 321 271 52 73 246 
GTWER PRIVATE CIVIi..... $46 805 802 3 897 &% 5 169 1% Boy 112 ri) 
BANKRUPTCY... 2c sceceuee 57 72 71 i 7% a 33 14 19 41 n 2 53 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 1% 152 149 3 167 8 73 al 322 Re sa 28 119 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 5 26 r - 2% : 5 5 21 i 5 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT....... 1,214 | 2,209) 2,208 1 2,150 206 aang tM 307 | 1,399 728 671; 1,273 
CRIMIWAL.... cc cceccccees 206 312 312 261 29 R«) 12 21 199 133 $e 257 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 43 179 179 - 163 3 cs) 24 ‘a 130 19 111 59 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 198 284 264 - 317 41 90 18 72 116 165 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 145 502 502 - 063 13 139 110 29 311 78 Ba 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... $12 758 757 1 795 109 194 55 139 452 320 1 515 
BANKRUPTCY... cc cccccees 42 6 a - 7% 3 27 5 22 es % 52 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 57 61 61 - 78 5 oe 12 17 “4 3% 1 0 
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TABLE O-1. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AMD PENDING, BY CIRCUIT, 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AUNE 30, 1967 


CASES TERMINATED 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
TERMINATIONS Ou THE MERITS 
CASES 
COMMENCED CASES 
CASES j|OISPGSED AFTER | CASES 
CIRCUIT AMD PENDING OF BY AFTER Sus- | PENDING 
MATURE OF SAY 1 ORIG-| REIN COnSOL BY ev ORAL MESSION | UNE 30 
PROCEEDING 1906 | TOTAL | IMAL [STATED® | TOTAL| IDATION | TOTAL | JUDGE | STAFF | TOTAL | HEARING] GN GRIEFS| 1967 
WINTH CIRCUIT........ 5,338 | 5,652 | 5,604 “8 | 5,092 395 | 2,131 835 1,29 | 2,606; 1,611 995] 5,098 
CRIMEMAL.....-eeeeeesees 924; 974; 973 7 57 233 205 a 579 418 161; 1,029 
U. $. PRISGHER PETITIONS 184; 246) 24 1 178 % % 31 “4 93 30 252 
GTWER U. $. CIVIL....... os O99 | 843 16 782 R 5 be) 261 395 261 1” 942 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS ot; 6 68 1 a def 175 73 192 90 142 os 
GTWEA PRIVATE CIVIL..... 2,005 | 2,062 | 2,041 21 1,909 198 893 22s od 618 040 178; 2,158 
BANKRUPT eeeeeeeeeeeeee 1 209 206 3 13 16 20 & % sO a 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 705; Sil; SO? 4 599 ww 241 a 157 20 156 164 617 
GRIGINAL PRECEEDINGS.... 72; 142 141 1 142 - 9 i a 133 7 127 
TENTH CIRCUIT........ 2,165 | 1,967 | 1,960 7 1,057 ” bd 738 317 | 1,243 495 746) 2,279 
CRIMIMAL.. cc ccccccccucs 24 %1 260 1 244 te rs] 16 13 201 136 68 261 
U. $. PRISONER PETITIONS 121 146} 138 1 e 47 4 43 73 a 117 
OTMER U. $. CIVIL....... 306; 4231 229 2 247 14 70  ] _ 163 a3 ze 
PRIV. PRISGWER PETITIONS 226; 320; 318 2 272 ° 4 $2 164 20 1 774 
GTMER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,018; 777; 777 . 701 17 251 106 14 aay 210 1,094 
BANKRUPTCY... -.-esee0es 91 62 62 ° 1 20 il $ ” 1% a3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 1a 7 bed i 1 13 2 14 4 9” i9 131 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 25; 103; 103 e 1 . 2 i 1 101 3 2s 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT..... 2,623 | 3,875 | 3,840 3 3, 140 | 1,510 $13 997 | 2,014 949 1, 2,634 
CRIMEMAL.....--eeeeseees 747; 885| 875 10 14 211 » 161 603 294 a04 
U. S$. PRISGHER PETITIONS 108; 237; 230 7? 181 11 ” 2s 73 72 12 164 
OTHER U. S$. CIVIL....... 253; 422; 421 1 23 153 $1 102 230 102 269 
PRIV. PRISGHER PETITIONS 423; 830, 818 12 12 496 211 287 262 78 “a1 
GTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 906 | 1,204 1,199 S| 1,3 63 630 145 205 670 36 947 
BAMKRUPTCY.....--000005: 4; 108 106 ° $ a) 9 47 of 43 oo 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . | 124; 124 - 11 s 16 n 61 31 91 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 8 65 5 . 1 9 ‘ ¥ a y 1s 


© INCLUDES GLY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO A PROCEDURAL DEFMAT. 
MOTE: TABLE INCLUDES REGPEWED, REMANDED, AMD REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS GRIGINAL APPEALS. 
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TABLE O-1A, 
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AMD PENDING 
ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS CURING 
CASES 
CASES 
marae OF PENDI 
sult on ALY GRIG+ REIN 
OFFENSE 1906 | TeTaL | IMAL BTATEDS TeTAL 
TOTAL CASES...............]21,260 (90, 796/90,391 407 9,608] 2,219 hi, 098 4,474 7,021 25,890) 8,387 7,903; 22,484 
TOTAL CRIMDMAL CASES......| 4,109 $5,207 53 | 5,039 495 | 1,236) 494 742/3,308/ 2,108 1,200] 4,326 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES......... 17,187 25,184 354 94,565/ 1,724 20, 299/3,900 6,279 82,582| 6,279 6,303| 18,130 
BO, Be iccccccccces +] 4,965 6,192 100 | 6,227 370 | 2,282; 699 1,623 3,575| 1,996 1,977] 4,630 
U.S. PLAINTIFF...... - 633 ss 8 929 oo] 4639) 9 366) 406 256 152 673 
MEGETIASLE INSTRUMENTS. 13 P.) - 22 + 13 4 % * 7 1 19 
CONTRACT ACTIONS. 43 105 4 9 5 wn ssn s n 12 72 
COMDEPGMTION OF LAND... s 2 1 3 3 6 2 14 11 y . 
REAL PREP. “ rv - 73 ’ M > ss 2 14 19 oa 
ACTIONS........... 4 ? - 17 1 7 2 4 10 9 1 15 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
i aeemenased 5s] 61 i ” ? 22 2 2 20 16 4 vy 
GTWER CIVIL RIGHTS... 21 90 - 57 1 16 3 14 ? « r) 
ITURE AMD 00 139 2 115 7 sv} 6 41 51 71 20 106 
FAIR LABGR STAMD. ACT Ps) 41 1 a 4 16 1 ww 14 11 3 ie 
LABOR. ... eeece . we ms al a 6 1 ©S 1% 2 20 2 a4 
SEQM. ,CHOMD., & 17 % 1 rv 3 2 2 7 11 8 3 2 
TAK SUITS...........005 rvs 101 i 128 16 ee | vy 18 % a 
in0000eeeeses | 1% 218 1 257 mai 3102073) «129 % rs 136 
U.S. OEFEMDANT............ 3,922 5,234 89 | 5,298 206/ 1, 564 1,279/ 3,169] 1,366 1,825| 3,957 
CONTRACT ACTIONS... 106 130 2 1469 13 “6 42 7 n 4 87 
REAL PROPERTY . as Pe) - ” 21 122#=«07 8 14 68 
ACTIONS... 00.055 B YY on « Ss Bry 230«CO8 sok 142 7? 417 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
eeacesccces] 194 244 4 9 ~*~ 86 sTi 1 81 61 208 
CIVIL . 303 , ee |) » “@ 116 105 a 30 
PRISGWER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE 5) 7 oe ne 19 as? (1s 81 Ce) 
WABEAS COMPUS........] 298 smCti«ia 11 100 160 hs 
PRISONER CIVIL RI 179 Byey ' 3} © 81 14 229 
GTMER PRIS. PETITI 62}; 195 . 6 % 22 9 133 
LABOR SUITS.......... 53 53 - 8 7 21 43 
SOCIAL SECURITY Lass. ae 9700S «12| 1,1 7% 6173 2% 719 
TAK SUITS..............) 287 286 2 2) (1 22 (12%) «#1 ay 192 
ENVIRGNMENTAL MATTERS. 92 59 1 12 s wW 7s 
FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT. 114 132 2 4 s 116 
beneedeeeeeeed 613 om 7 ? 63 s 1% 317 5% 
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TABLE B-1A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AMD PENDING, SY MATURE OF SUIT GR OFFENSE, IN APPEALS 
ARISING FREON THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS DURING THE TWELVE MEYTW PERISD EMDED AME 30, 1967 


CASES TERMINATED 
PROCEDURAL TERMI MAT 1 ONS 
TERMI MAT IONS Gu THE MERITS 
CASES 
COMMENCED CASES 
AFTER CASES 
SUIT GR SAY 1 GRIG+ REIN Comset- ev ey ORAL MISSION | AME 30 
OFFENSE 1966 [TOTAL | IMAL BTATEDe! TOTAL TION | TOTAL —— TOTAL = GRIEFS | 1967 
PRIVATE CASES...........| 12,992 |19,246] 18,992 254 je, 330) 1,354] 7,977/3,321 4,656 0,0] 4,681 4,336; 13,900 
FEDERAL QUESTIGON..........| 9,$13/15, 14,912 218 |14, 923} 6,467) 3,003 3, | 3,290 3,693] 10,270 
MARIE CONTRACT........ 145 167 > 1 a) g 7? be) 17 117 
GTWER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 2% M1 2 3s 1 © 10 112 x 27% 
GHPLOVERS LIABILITY ACT 71 » e 5 5 M a3 7? sv 
MARIE INJURY.......... 229 243 ra bcd 13 91 ed ) 14 
GTWER FORT ACTIONS..... 317 BO 3 7s “ 117 1 « 7 200 
AMTITRAIBT ww cc cccccces 264 302 7 $1 20 78 118 p:) 273 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
= GHPLOVWENT...........| 1,133 1,372 21/1, 116; 4 123 =6333 Ss 2) 31,137 
3 GOTWER CIVIL RIGHTS...| 1,844 2,497 | 2, 201/ 1, 380-653) 1, 707 616) 1,820 
PRISGHER PETITIONS: 
WABEAS CORPUS........) 1,420 2,69 61 | 2, 23) 1, 1,28 247) 1, 421 608 1,641 
VIL aI 1,620 3,763 «6554 | 3, 47) 1, ees 4386 824) 1, 178 1,473 2,110 
5 ill - 1 1 48 16 8 0 53 
Boe 428 5 0 2% 86126 200 & 325 
431 643 & 38 SS 861% 201 81 510 
225 327 2 i) 1 6 116 119 19 214 
SEQR., COOWD. & 368 409 4 “6; 1 » 107 190 » 37s 
CONST. OF STATE SYATS.. 78 71 - 4 7 21 3% 8 71 
ALL TETTTTITI TTT 687 1,101 13 93 102-342 321 18 827 
DIVERSITY GF CITIZENSMIP..| 3,006 4,029 % | 3,9 621) 1, 316 1,172) 2, 1,372 632 3,198 
IMGURANTE.. 2c cccccees ws? 702 5 71 » 199 211 105 5s» 
GTWER CONTRACT ACTIONS.| 1,280 1,74 18 | 1,6 iss; 671) 1469 522 622 236 1,357 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS... 115 2 13 ie 41 8 48 128 
PERSONAL INJURY - PROD. 
LIABILITY.....scceeees m4 402 3 n 27 97 162 1 
GTHER PERSONAL INJURY.. 663 7 132 69 «= 261 269 623 
PERS. PROP. DAMAGE..... 160 1 178 1 18 17 s2 52 41 199 
ALL OTHER... cece eeeues 7 1 10 bal 2 1 = 8 1 
GEWERAL LOCAL JURISDICTI RS) 5 51 e 10 2 20 19 1 R 
CONTRACT ACTIONS....... a 7 al s 7 = 7 2 Ss 2 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS... 1 7 - 4 1 3 1 < y 
MR 48 \ 16 aad 4 7 > 7 7 Ss 12 
PRISGMER PETITiMNS..... 1 a e « p| r = - « 3 
ALL peppery sete e 18 > 2 g aad 3 9 1 12 
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TABLE 8-14. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AMD PENDING MATURE OF SUIT on we FeusE IW APPEALS 
ARISIDG PRON THA U.S. DISTRICT COURTS Comlas $e oO EwpEd 


vPrL 


TWELVE MONTH PER AME 30, 1987 
CASES TERMINATED 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
TERMI WAT 1 Ons Ou THE MERITS 
CASES 
CASES 
CASES DISPOSED AFTER =| ‘CASES 
MATURE OF PENDING or arren | Sul- | PENDING 
SUIT on rie ORIG REIN Comsot - ey | ey ORAL | MISSION 
OF FEWSE 1906 | TOTAL | IMAL [STATED®! TOTAL! IOATION |TOTAL| JUDGE |STAFF | TOTAL MEARING|ON GRIEFS| 1967 
TOTAL CRIWIWAL CASES......| 4,109 $,260 |8,207 "” 8.009 as [2-39 “e742 9,900 2,108 = :1,200) 4, 826 
- — —> _- ~>- —q ----— +-- - -_—_-— —————— 
GIWERAL OFFENSES r gg 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL. ccc cc eenee 5 oe $4 2 4 14 a 47 te il Pi 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE... 2) wl Mm (1 42 3 66 3 2 r pry 
OTHER WOWICIDE......... 3; 2) © 1 2 - 5s} 2 3 17 14 3| 12 
ROBBERY, TOTAL. ccc ccceenee 178 220 220 al 206 w 21 14 1% a7 4a 192 
BAM. cc cccccccccceeceee] 168) 200) 200 - 199 “| 33) 2) 12] 162 92 50 1% 
OTHER ROBBERY.......... | ©) 2 - 17 i 2, - 2 14 ‘ ‘ 6 
— es | 6 - 63) s| wife | « 0 10 
eS ‘ P s - r) ° 5) 4 i ‘ 2 3 
LARCENY AMD THEFT, TOTAL..| 161 | 236 | 292 4 | 223) | 61] 2 a tM ” 1% 
INTORSTATS COMMERCE... 7; | «@ 1 n 2; wes 5 19 “4 a 
TRANSPOR ATION, ETC. OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY....... 53) 63) #2 1 “ a ne * | - %0 
ihe 20460 6000000006 27 bt) n 1 . 1 9 2 7 ri) ll PTY 
OTWER LARCENY AMD THEFT “; 9m) © 1 s| a7ew wl Ss » “ 
EMBEZZLEWENT..........000- “| | mm - ™% Se) ne) eS 2 “ 
FRA, TOTAL. ccc eceeeeeee oe 892 ear + 77% 79 211 78 133 oy TY 313 762 
IWOOME TAK.....scss0000) 165 | 208) 219 #2 | 2 15  % 39] 1% 80 170 
POSTAL AMD INTERSTATE 
MIRE 10, ETC......| 299 | 299) ae 1 4 200 | ss) 108 
a oad | |  - ‘ 5 7 18 17 
ALSE CLAIMS & ST 7 | 106) 06 OC 1 ll i) Sins rr rT 91 
Setedasadaat 111 | 202| 201 i 2) « ww OS 87 _ 


> 
—~S 


gy MATUnt OF tut on orPense PeALs 
Td TWALVE WONTH PERIOD ENDED th 90, "1907 


Sri 


CASES TERMINATED 
PROCLOURAL TERMIMATI 
TERMINATIONS Ou THE 1vs 
CASES | 
Cop@ed WC ED CASES 
CASES 01 SPOSED! AFTER Cases 
maTURE OF PENDING oF BY AFTER “- =—6pPr em InG 
SUIT OA AAY 1 OAIG+ REIN Comsat - ev 8v ORAL =| MISSION | AME BO 
OFFENSE 1906 [TOTAL | IMAL (STATEDe | TOTAL | IOATION | TOTAL |. AMDGE STAFF | TOTAL TwG|Om GRIEFS| 1987 
auto TwEFT eeeee eeeeeeeeeee pt) 23 ae saad be 4 5 i 4 Pi] 13 uw 22 
FORGERY AMD COUNTERFEITING); 190 i161 199 2 213 13 o 2 HH 190 au 2 e 
SEX OFFEMBES. .. 6 6c ccue tS 30 48 ad ” o “4 * 10 s7 PU 20 bi 
“Convamt A Hoes rrr 
ACT, TOTAL. «6.055 1,76 |2,284| 2,222 82 (2,1% 711 $42; 206 336 | 1,423 7 oe 1,794 
DAPCA WARIMAIAMA...... i 7; B is 319 
OAPCA i eee = an 1 40 77 1a FT) 14h = am ‘ar Sy 4 
OAPCA 22 Os 4 "| 1 ” 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
eererer vececececes| OM) | 677) 672 6 | 713) 8 8=678 | 16) 62 09) S02) Bee 4; 48 
al eee eee eee eeee 2 Rn bd - 2 4 . 4 3 22 4 4 Pi] 
toh RACKETEERI 
amp Boccsccccses 20 203 202 i 2% wo ” 7 22 167 142 Pe) 217 
GABLING, LOTTERY..... . n ‘ ‘ - 7 4 | 2 i 10 , i ’ 
KIOMAPPIMG.. «5.0. 50500+ | 6) 6 - 2); 3) 1 3) Bw oR 8 10 
FIREARMS , TTTT) 26 * * 5 %1 il “ 17 n 1% 116 7 23 
ESCAPE... c cece ewewneee 7 1 - j 7 F ] ua 7 5 n it) 1 41 
eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee PLY uw Be © * a 7 o + “ ll 5 nu 
STMER pM gd TRAFFIC... il n n e i 1a uy ‘ 14 5 : 2 
GENERAL OFFENSES...... s 41 41 . ” i , . 5 77 23 . n 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAMS....... bat Lh 73 ° Cy 2 2 » 14 42 17 2 + 
LIQUOR, INTERMAL - - - ° “ - - ° - . - ° 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 2% 73 2 mai ss o|06U83 47 183) 132 $1 20 
MAICA TURAL ACTS... we ‘ a 13 4 ‘ : 9 7 2 iv) 
ANTITRUST VIGLATION. . ‘ a ° oe 3 - 3 5 4 i 2 
WATIOMAL DEFENSE 17 7 - 4 6 3 3 1 2 2 20 
CIVIL RIGHTS... 6.05. 2» » - ’ 7 3 iY 17 14 3 Me 
MITWESS INTIMIDATI n Me sg 7? 10 2 8 21 14 7? “4 
ves $2 “4 i 2 14 7? 7 ot) 4 76 
eoeee ” ” i 16 * “w” $1 22 73 


© INCLUDES GULY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TERMINATED OUE TC A PROCEDURAL DEFAAT. 
WOTE: TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED, REMANDED, AMD REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS GRIGINAL APPEALS. 
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Table 8-9 
U.S, Courts of Appeals 
Petitions for Review on Writ of Certiorarl to the Supreme Court 
Commenced, Terminated, and 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1907 


ort 


“a Pending Terminated pending “ay Pending Terminated pending 
Nature of yA , Nature of 1, f 
1 Filed | Granted | Denied eer Proceeding ! Filed | Granted | Denied | missed! 1007 
ee iois” 19,897 166 1,106 is] 7 Om Cewt...... "1 a) be ml 306 -| 
Crtmimgh occ cccns md 633 n 1) Crimimgh occ cccne 0 it) 5 7 ° it] 
OB, CWB. cc ceee i) o m4 in” OB, CW. cee ' 1 i it) “| UW 
CWE cece oe jin ” iar i] sar Private Civ ...... “ 0° € i” . 
Admin. Appeals. se ’ 1) 4 Admin. Appeals .. 1 “ ’ ” . ] 
DC Cirwet...... Ww ” ’ so . " Th OCwewlt...... 10 19) 16 7° 5} is 
TeTTTTiy * uw ’ ; Crimimgh oc cc cccne “| “ 1 “ . ot) 
eel) een i) ” . 16 “| OB, CW. rec cces 14 ’ ” -| 
Private Civ@ ...... : 16 i “4 . Private Civil ...... 7” mi i 101 5 " 
Admin Appeals 5 ” " . Admin. Appeats ’ ‘ ‘ -| 7 
it Clreult...... Li) 2 5 “ " 0% Cireet...... 35 190 ” i”? ij % 
TUTTTiTy ‘4 “ 3 I ‘ Crimingh oc cc cccns 5 ” ‘ “ ° 4 
US. ClWB. 6.6.65 ’ ” . i . 1 Ce el ee 10 ” il " - ’ 
Private Civ@ ...... i “ ? 2 Private Civ ...... Le] 109 2 108 1 3 
Aa@min. Appeals ! 1 . Admin. Appeals . | ? - 1 
tt Chee... “° | 8 * m6 “| 6 0% Cireutt...... 208 i) 5 35 -| 3% 
—_—+— 
Crimimg) occ ccue a 2 4 Uy . i] Criminal) occ cceee ” sD 18 . ” 
UB, CWB. nw cans 5 1 ™ s UB, ClO. on cece 1 Li] 1 . “ 
Private Civ@ ...... “ 14 | mm “| « Private Civ ...... 190 - ? i -| 177 
Admin Appeals . $ 4 . hi 4 Admin. Appeals . . oi] a ) - Li] 
tre Croult...... “ 146 Lm 270 i; 10 Cirreett..... ™ 103 ? Lh) i 
Crimimt . 6c cccuue 13 36 . 63 . 4 Criminal o 6c cc ccns ” 4 30 “4 
UB. CIB... ce cees ? 5 oh) . il UB, ClVB. oc ccc eee « il . : il 
Private Civil ...... + 145 16 197 i} Private Civ ...... ” 1 “4 -| «@ 
Admin. Appeals . 5 $s Admin. Appeals 5 5 | ‘ 
> Creek... “* 242 ™ 262 1 4 11 Clreutt..... 66 17 is 775 5 “ 
ee 2 s4 5 82 i 10 Criminal on ccc cus 16 ” . 16 
OB. CivO......55: 12 2 ‘4 " 5 UB. Civ... cc cease , 19 U 16 . $ 
Private Civ ...... se 182 16 169 1 Private Civ ...... ” 18? 12 is4 5 ” 
Admin. Appeals 5 1 ‘4 - ? Admin. Appeals. . | 1 - a - 4 
Sm Cireult...... $5 ai 19 306 | L) 
Criminal oo... 555. u sb ] ” ‘ 
UB. CivO. . occ ane 5 “4 1 1s . 5 
Private Civ ...... 6 ne is 208 5 a] 
Admin. Appeals .... P| 5 . ’ 2 


Mote: Administrative Appeals include applice tions for enforcement or petitions for review of orders of an Administrative Board or Agency. 
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Tas.e 6 3. 


UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 


SOURCE OF APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED, BY CIACUIT 


FOR THe TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUN. 30, 1083, 1964, 1986, 1066, AND 1087 
SOURCE 1983 1904 1965 19866 1987 
TOTAL APPEALS.. 29,630 31,490 33,360 34,202 36,176 
US DISTRICT COURTS.. . | 26,039 276,606 26,560 20,426 30,7086 
BANMRUPTCYVY. 6. ce 666 967 1,046 e77 1,040 
AOMIN, AGENCIES, TOTAL... 3,069 3,045 3,178 3,187 2,723 
uS Tax CT weeeée 375 467 674 466 436 
Laer 107 114 129 67 76 
rr n060s000ed 0eseces 122 162 200 206 164 
ih scceeeeeeeeses 273 362 226 363 210 
hc 5680006068008860% 17 13 ? 7 & 
i coceecpececets 765 $67 630 56) 66) 
i occeeeee 127 142 136 253 07 
cc. 299 222 197 167 74 
errr TT 402 490 443 aia 273 
OTHER ADMIN AGENCIES 592 $26 635 721 629 
ORIG. PROC , pena 634 652 575 703 615 
oc CIR 1,662 1,397 2,114 1,671 1,863 
US DISTRICT COURT. 636 704 1,271 933 668 
BANKRUPTCY... 6 26 24 10 5 
us Tax COURT 7 3 1§ 8 39 
Ree 36 23 26 30 36 
ADMIN AGENCIES 629 537 732 658 601 
ORIG. PROC 46 44 46 32 32 
1ST CIR 936 1,060 1,051 1,166 1,110 
Ula 54 60 73 77 66 
MA 448 498 509 507 426 
NH 72 85 65 67 66 
RI 9) 105 93 110 96 
PR 160 218 190 309 34) 
BANKRUPTCY 2) 27 38 23 2) 
uS TAK COURT 12 4 5 8 A 
NLRB Tr 24 5 17 15 14 
AOMIN AGENCIES 32 30 24 32 21 
ORIG. PROC 22 13 17 18 15 
2N0 CIR. 2,73) 2,945 2,044 2,932 3,008 
ct 166 196 231 224 230 
NY .N 192 189 208 205 246 
NY .E. 579 736 639 712 710 
NY.S 1,207 1, 181 1,124 1,213 1,266 
NY Ww 168 226 214 190 217 
vt 40 43 39 56 36 
BANKRUPTCY 62 102 148 95 65 
uS TAX COURT 36 26 44 4! 56 
NLRB " 92 83 9) 75 68 
ADMIN AGENCIE’ 102 101 70 65 75 
ORIG. PROC a? 92 36 36 39 
39RD CIR 2,513 2,506 2,499 2,468 2,595 
pe 103 117 60 67 106 
NU 48) 507 500 §10 §56 
Pat 805 72) 809 795 731 
PAM. 218 231 265 246 249 
PAW... 45) 448 468 443 §20 
 Feeaerrrr 106 113 94 130 112 
BANKRUPTCY 76 64 §3 65 91 
US TAX COURT 19 24 36 20 3) 
ee 72 49 55 64 93 
AOMIN AGENCIES 110 71 95 100 77 
ORIG. PROC 72 6! 24 28 29 
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Slwadey WwwNIdTsO 


TAOLE 6 3. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED, BY CIRCUIT 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUN. 30, 1963, 1964, 1965, 1986, AND 1987 


SOURCE 1963 1984 1985 1986 1967 
UG 8 030066 : 2,411 2,338 2,747 2,799 2,666 
a epecseceegecenesesess a7) 433 476 617 566 
 * See wTTTTiTT saa 294 265 271 265 312 
TM ccoccceseeeeeeeeeees 67 90 167 122 134 
 & SPT TTTETTTrriry 77 197 176 169 166 
isn ees poeeeeeceseneses 216 232 257 260 239 
va.€ 647 605 699 74) 793 
va.w 160 147 164 202 212 
Ti socccenececneneeeees 76 6! 137 74 56 
i on mn eee heeeeeeees 113 HH 130 133 142 
BANKRUPTCY... 6. occu, 55 69 67 66 66 
_ | eee 16 43 30 29 17 
WLRB. eePrrTT §7 31 33 37 33 
AOMIN AGENCIES......... 97 92 111 129 94 
ORIG. PROC. peene 4b 45 17 25 22 
StTm cie...... ; 3,193 3,612 3.456 3,637 4,301 
La.€ 616 629 665 77 750 
LA. 120 200 132 71 163 
LAW 269 272 339 363 432 
MSN 134 116 68 92 44 
ws.s 142 1§1 196 225 203 
TN 4686 570 546 §33 595 
Tx, 164 189 145 71 35) 
TAS 529 554 5¥9 616 63) 
TK Ww. - ; ; 314 439 364 440 409 
C2 aenee ! 
BANKRUPTCY... 79 84 66 1 147 
uS Tax COURT , ; 29 45 27 46 30 
NLRB... ; :; 30 18 22 36 16 
ADMIN AGENCIES er 202 227 168 190 203 
ORIG. PROC 76 118 79 105 77 
4TH CIR , 2,624 2,995 3,176 3,618 3,617 
Ky .e€ TSS 738 707 2744 252 
KY Ww 166 180 204 263 296 
wit 723 689 735 915 9786 
Miww 172 130 169 168 201 
OH, N 388 473 4863 538 537 
On.sS 374 342 380 468 473 
™n.E 155 221 210 251 247 
™ 136 160 1863 161 211 
Nw 159 166 166 209 230 
BANKRUPTCY..... 66 4Y 94 60 66 
uS ¥ax COURT... 49 45 66 33 28 
NLRB ; san 126 110 109 ya 102 
ADMIN AGENCIES 112 113 130 14) 138 
ORIG. PROC 33 29 40 33 38 
7TH CIR... ta 2,335 2,254 2,265 2,276 2,173 
IL ,N 992 907 636 900 679 
* 158 179 1§7 207 170 
1.,.$ 204 165 1869 192 161 
IN.N 146 199 202 207 166 
In,S 209 175 215 162 149 
+ Pee oo 170 164 192 192 202 
Te Mn oo ces - eas 193 197 149 127 176 
BANKRUPTCY..... 62 58 96 74 72 
uS TAX COURT... 34 43 58 4) 39 
ns ohabeeahes ; s% 63 59 67 5)! 5! 
SOMIN AGENCIES 73 64 71 62 62 
ORIG. PROC...... 31 24 33 23 26 
- 
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TABLE 6 3. 


UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 


SOURCE OF APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED, BY CIRCUIT 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOOS ENDED JUN. 30, 19863, 1964, 1985, 1986, AND 19867 
SOURCE 1963 1964 19865 1966 1967 
6TH CIR 1,697 1,638 2,018 2,063 2,209 
© SaPreerrerr 173 287 293 269 26) 
ARM ee 9! 64 95 69 17 
i occceeeseeeane 60 72 56 59 6! 
1a. 76 125 116 149 127 
WN en 206 219 263 24) 308 
SA ee ee ee 316 364 393 395 394 
 *§ Serr rrrrrrrrrr 262 238 300 307 369 
Pre 131 108 132 133 211 
“Se 62 6! 56 75 53 
itheeee nee ekeeeeesasete 103 61 109 125 114 
BANKRUPTCY... 66 ee 40 65 65 67 66 
US TAK COURT............., 23 27 19 31 19 
> . 2.2562 606 6 ¢ 36 4 36 28 14 
ADMIN AGENCIES........... ay 39 45 37 26 
ORIG. PROC. 57 §7 38 486 27 
OTH CIR... o.oo, 4,583 5,204 5,303 5,291 5,652 
—— ———— —_ 
SPs 62 55 120 120 120 
AZ...... 309 399 364 346 470 
CA,N 623 5869 751 7§2 711 
© Bee 205 230 226 227 322 
ca,.c.. 1,057 1,124 1,172 1,205 1,348 
Sere ee 240 304 278 248 256 
— PPPS TeTraererrere 103 136 161 127 165 
10 8! AG 107 90 96 
wT 75 120 158 98 131 
Ms 62504400949 12) 197 194 269 311 
“SAT errTrerre 246 300 294 361 353 
WA.eE 111 143 107 114 65 
wA.w 279 319 297 357 355 
rr 33 35 26 25 aH 
NMI ee 3 3 3 12 17 
BANKRUPTCY... 98 203 209 165 209 
US TAX COURT... 93 118 202 119 109 
MU . cc beaeaas 144 106 129 107 107 
AOMIN AGENCIES..... 41) 494 389 3869 295 
ORIG. PROC.. 269 240 116 160 142 
10TH CIR re 1,767 1,922 1,964 2,030 1,967 
Seer re 422 371 435 354 328 
KS. 305 292 254 310 321 
NM 199 224 188 160 172 
OK.N 110 128 125 138 162 
OK, 110 102 90 141 129 
DS, cae cde eee eaeeneeses 323 281 353 3862 375 
eee eee 102 147 144 132 130 
Min seenshboieveceaicec 86 93 106 128 66 
BANKRUPTCY. ... 50 69 85 68 62 
US TAX COURT 21 4) 30 34 29 
re 28 13 9 8 1 
ADMIN AGENCIES..... 57 91 75 72 67 
ORIG. PROC.... 54 70 70 133 103 
10vey GOm.... 3,078 3,489 3,923 3,929 3,675 
_--+— 
ALN 300 321 407 414 466 
AL Moe, 143 202 175 183 164 
TR ec cccccccces 128 203 174 164 16) 
FLLN.. Lo... 150 149 214 217 202 
FL.M 509 583 728 670 633 
SS APrerrr errr Tae 767 649 987 1,010 1,027 
MMs wo ccccccesececeecer 510 514 602 558 546 
GAM een 120 1§7 142 174 123 
MOM sn ohsccceccccceceree 171 227 191 207 216 
BANKRUPTCY... 73 121 10) 133 108 
US TAX COURT. 36 43 42 48 35 
NLRB........ _ 47 19 36 16 14 
ADMIN AGENCIES. 65 42 65 53 75 
ORIG. PROC........... 39 | 59 | 59 i 62 65 
NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS 


ORIGINAL APPEALS 


A 
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TABLE O-3A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS IW O ete er CRIMINAL CASES 


FROM 
DURING THE TWELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


APPEALS COMMENCED APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
comet 
DISTRICT! TOTAL CIVIL | CRIMINAL TOTAL cxvit fomtwtia 
TOTAL... |30,796 | 25,538 5,260 | 29,604 | 24,565 5,039 
eee os 784 a4 940 830 90 
1ST... | 1,038 615 220 1,006 778 228 
See be 48 cod ” 57 nv 
eevee 426 M5 81 440 97 
seeeee 06 82 4 7 67 11 
eevee % 69 27 98 7% 22 
PR. eeeee 34) 271 70 29% 235 59 
2M...) 2,708 2,161 Su 2,705 | 2,180 525 
CT... eee 230 197 bY ) 228 194 34 
WY, HM... 246 220 ae 244 217 27 
WY,E.... 710 $22 1808 7140 574 166 
WY,S....| 1,266 1,006 260 1,238 976 262 
WY, We... 217 a8 29 215 186 29 
VT. eeeene x» 28 8 7? 
SAD... | 2,274 1,879 395 2,265 1,922 43 
DE....+. 106 % 10 94 9 
eee 556 439 117 571 470 101 
PA,E...- 731 611 120 761 675 a 
PA,W.... 249 229 20 240 223 17 
PA,H.... 520 422 98 481 391 90 
VInssees 112 82 3» 118 78 40 
4TH...| 2,632 2,284 348 2,474 | 2,072 402 
MD. cess 586 $12 74 539 428 111 
WC,E.... 312 273 x” 271 243 28 
WC,M.... 1M” 114 20 118 105 13 
WC,M.... 156 122 34 1% 111 3% 
SC. .seee 239 214 25 270 211 59 
VA,E.... 7° $90 103 758 116 
VA,W.... ee 187 25 180 173 
WY,M.... 3 44 14 69 53 16 
WV,S.... 142 128 14 123 106 17 
STH...| 3,828 3, 325 503 3,686 | 3,157 529 
LA,E.... 750 694 se 771 722 49 
LA,M.... 163 145 18 175 160 15 
LA,W.... 432 409 23 400 54 “ 
MS,W.... 4 84 10 75 
WS,S.... 203 184 19 235 216 19 
TH Meee 595 500 5 593 105 
TK,E.... 351 320 25 240 217 23 
TH,S...- 631 710 121 749 5% 153 
TH Meee 09 273 136 433 329 104 
6TH...) 3,425 2,988 437 3,378 | 2,968 410 
KY,E.... 252 220 22 275 248 27 
KY,W.... 2% 271 25 277 247 » 
MI,E.... 978 632 146 956 619 137 
MI,W.... 201 172 29 210 183 27 
OH,M.... 537 504 33 541 498 43 
Seve 473 413 o0 390 58 
TW, E. eee 247 204 43 252 223 29 
THM... 211 191 20 209 189 20 
THM... 230 181 49 210 t71 39 


AG 
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TABLE 8-3A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS IN CIVIL AMD CRIMINAL CASES 
FROM U. $. DISTRICT COURTS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


APPEALS COMMENCED APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
me" 
DISTRICT] TOTAL civ. [onuwrnat TOTAL CIVIL |CRIMIMAL 
—EE 
7TH...| 1,923 1,626 297 2,071 1,761 310 
IL,M...- 879 724 195 902 771 131 
IL,C.... 170 137 33 193 151 42 
IL,$.... 161 1468 13 196 166 x» 
1M,M.... 186 167 19 211 187 a4 
IW,$.... 149 129 20 179 155 24 
WI,E.... 202 163 ” 229 188 41 
WI,W.... 176 158 18 161 143 18 
8TH...| 2,035 1,723 312 1,959 1,698 261 
AR,E.... 261 240 a 287 263 24 
AR,W.... 117 108 9 8¢ a 4 
IA,M.... 61 50 11 58 43 15 
IA,S.... 127 109 18 130 119 17 
WM. eees wos 24 62 258 218 40 
WO,E.... 394 312 a2 437 370 67 
WO,M.... 383 331 $8 Mi 301 
eevee 211 1% 174 162 12 
MD. es 53 60 13 $1 
eee 1l¢ 91 23 119 % 23 
9TH...| 4,790 3,616 974 4,186 3,317 809 
AR wcees 120 100 20 106 90 16 
AZ. sees 470 4 124 345 267 78 
CA,M.... 711 o18 93 706 608 98 
CA,E. 322 93 161 73 
Ca,C. 1,348 1,084 264 1,247 1,006 241 
CA,S. 758 1 93 247 163 
HI.... 165 120 “5 120 83 7 
ID. ..65- ” 77 19 81 67 14 
MT ween 131 114 17 98 79 19 
sees 311 242 69 244 184 60 
OR..... 353 292 61 319 257 62 
’ 85 77 8 92 73 19 
WAH... 355 08 47 311 261 50 
: “4 29 19 24 7 17 
WHI..... 17 15 2 12 11 1 
10TH 1,705 1,444 261 1,584 1,340 244 
CO...... 328 273 55 362 314 “8 
KS..... 321 208 3 266 233 
WH... ees 172 129 42 161 129 32 
OK,M.. 162 33 124 97 27 
OK,E.... 129 109 20 a9 75 14 
OK,W.... 375 340 3% 352 304 Mh 
eeene . 130 7 h 129 a4 Rt] 
sees as 80 8 101 ge 12 
11TH. . 3,578 2,693 085 3,350 2,522 628 
AL,M.... +e 442 24 431 408 23 
AL,M.... 184 175 9 199 188 11 
AL,S.... 181 150 31 176 130 on 
FL,M... 140 62 192 128 64 
FL,M.... 465 168 soe 138 
FL,S.. 1,027 595 432 912 $11 401 
. or 4s 112 503 408 5) 
GA,M.. 123 111 12 ise 112 24 
GA,S. 216 181 % 198 172 26 


WOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED 
APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 
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TABLE 84. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
WEDIAN TIME INTERVALS IM CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING OR epeeeeten, BY CIRCUIT 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1 


FROM FILING 
WOTICE OF 


APPEAL TO 
FILING LAST 
BRIEF 


INTERVAL 
(MONTHS ) 


FROM FILING 
LAST BRIEF 
TO HEARING 


INTERVAL 
(MONTHS ) 


DISPOSITION 


INTERVAL 
(MONTHS ) 


FROM SUBMISSION 
TO EIWAL 
DISPOSITION 


INTERVAL 
(MONTHS ) 


FROM FILING 
WOTICE OF 
APPEAL TO 


FIWAL 
DISPOSITION 


INTERVAL 
(MONTHS ) 


FROM FILING IN 


ALL CASES 


TOTAL 
ry} dd OF COLUMBIA.. 


SECOND. eeeeeeeveeeeeee® 
THIRD. eeeeeeveveeeeeeeee 
FOURTH. eereeeeeeeeeeee 
FIFTH. eeeeeeeeoeeeeeeee 
SIXTH. eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
SEVENTH. eeeeeeeeeeeeee 
EIGHTH. eseeeeeeeeeeeee 
WINTH. eeeeveeeaeeeeeeeee 
TENTH. @eeeeeeoeeeeeeeeee 
ELEVENTH. eeeeeeeeeeeene 


RO re ee Oe ~ 


PRISONER PETITIONS 


TOTAL 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. 


I . eeeeeeeeee 
SECOND. eeeeseoeeeeeveeee8 
THIRD... eeeeeeeeeeeeee 
FOURTH. eeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
FIFTH. eeeeeeeeeeveeeree 
SIXTH. eeeeeeeveeeeee ‘ee 
SEVENTH. ...-.ceeeeees 


wT NTH. eeee . 
TENTH. eeeeeeeveeeeeeeecee 
ELEVENTH. eeeeeeeeeeee8 


Ld 
> 


MOTE UNSSARGP ww & 
SNe FUN TOAW i! Ww 


NHPNUPSUKe 
—nNrNonrte ere wnree~o 


* 


SWNNFKwWee 
SAVES WNVWOSw ! 


TABLE B84. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


FROM FILING IN 
FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM FILING LOWER COURT TO 
NOTICE OF LAST BRIEF WOTICE OF FINAL DIS- 
APPEAL TO TO HEARING FROM HEARING | FROM SUBMISSION APPEAL TO POSITION IW 
FILING LAST OR TO FINAL TO FINAL FINAL APPELLATE 
BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITION DISPOSITION DISPOSITION COURT 
INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL 
CIRCUIT CASES (MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) ‘MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) 
OTHER CIV) 

TOTAL 8,951 4.5 3.2 2.9 1.2 i1.0 29.9 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. 304 5.3 5.1 1.7 -3 13.5 27.3 
rrr 628 3.7 1.7 1.8 1.8 8.4 26.1 
SECOMD. 2... cc cccccncces 626 3.2 6 \.7 4 6.2 29.7 
THIRD. 2... ccccccccccces 6% 3.6 3.3 1.5 3 8.2 25.5 

~<A FOURTH... cccccccccces 657 4.3 2.4 3.0 1.8 10.3 25.2 
FIFTH. . cc ccc cccccecees 1,205 4.6 2.7 3.3 1.4 9.2 31.3 
3 SIXTH. 2. cc ccsccccceces 1,046 4.6 6.1 1.7 1.5 13.0 32.6 
SEVENTH. .....0500- eeee 585 3.9 3.0 4.7 9 11.6 32.7 
EIGHTH. ......4. ceeee 638 3.2 s.7 3.0 1.2 9.6 26.3 
WINTH. . 0. ce eeee eeeeees 1,213 6.7 3.7 2.7 1.2 14.9 31.5 
TENTH. wn cee eneveee eoee 6.2 7.8 5.9 1.1 19.5 38.8 
ELEVENTH. . 0... cece enes 900 4.4 2.3 3.5 1.6 9.8 29.6 
CRIMINAL 

TOTAL 3, 308 5.8 2.3 2.4 1.1 10.5 18.7 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. 53 6.2 2.3 2.2 3 11.0 18.0 
FIRST... eee ceccceee 1% 6.0 1.2 2.8 9 10.8 20.7 
SECOMD....... ererrey 272 3.8 4 7 4 5.8 14.9 
THIRD. 2... cceeeeeeeees 191 5.1 2.8 *.6 3 9.1 17.2 
FOURTH. 0... ccceeeeeees 243 4.9 2.3 3.0 1.2 10.3 16.1 
FIFTH. wc cc cccccccees : 377 5.8 1.1 2.2 1.0 9.1 16.5 
SIXTH. . cece ececenes eee 256 6.7 3.3 1.5 1.2 12.3 22.2 
SEVENTH. «0. cee seeeees 198 5.2 1.8 4.2 9 11.9 20.9 
EIGHTH... 2. e cee eeeees 199 3.0 3.4 2.7 1.3 9.0 14.5 
WINTH......055 Coecceee 579 6.1 3.1 2.2 1.5 12.5 20.9 
TEMTH. 0. cc eeeeeevees 201 6.7 1.9 2.8 1.6 15.2 21.5 
ELEVEWTH...... ceeecces 603 6.7 1.5 3.6 1.5 11.0 19.7 
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TABLE 84. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


FROM FILING IW 
FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM FILING LOWER COURT TO 

WOTICE OF LAST BRIEF WOTICE OF FINAL DIS- 

APPEAL 10 TO HEARING FROM HEARING | FROM SUBMISSION APPEAL TO POSITION IN 

FILING LAST OR TO FIWAL TO FIWAL FIWAL APPELLATE 
BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITION DISPOSITION DISPOSITION COURT 

INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL 

CIRCUIT CASES (MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) (MONTHS ) 

=== 
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY 
TOTAL 1,567 ad 3.2 2.8 5 al > 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA... 448 - 1.7 3.2 4 - - 
FIRST... ccc ccc cccccccss 22 - 1.1 2.6 6 al > 
SECOND. eeeeeeeeeees 64 aad 7 7 4 > a 
THIRD. . eeee eeee Be baad 3.5 4.3 3 - = 
FOURTH... ..cceeeees 141 ° 2.9 2.6 1.5 ° ° 
FIFTH... cc cere e ences ° 97 - 2.5 3.7 1.2 - - 
SIXTH... cc cceees eeeeee 141 a 6.0 1.9 3.4 > al 
SEVENTH... csc ceees 84 - 2.6 4.9 9 ” al 
EIGHTH, ...ccsccccccces cy) > 3.0 2.4 1.0 aa aad 
|) as 320 ° 3.6 2.3 1.1 e e 
TENTH. 2. cc ccc ccccccces 54 = 4.6 3.5 1.1 aaa a 
ELEVENTH. ....ccceecces 61 ” 2.1 4.4 1.2 > bid 
BANKRUPTCY 
TOTAL 498 4.3 3.3 3.0 1.4 10.4 18.9 
———— 

DISTRICT UF COLUMBIA. ” 4.4 7.1 3.9 4 15.5 31.1 
IRST.. ce eeeees cecees 1. 3.2 1.9 2.5 2.4 8.4 i4.1 
SECOND. 0... cece eecees 33 2.6 5 8 2.9 4.5 21.7 
THIRD. . 0. cccesececees 27 3.3 3.5 1.1 3 7.8 14.2 
FOURTH... .. eee eeece 33 4.0 3.0 2.8 1.2 9.4 16.5 
FIFTH... ...eee eocccee 64 3.4 6 3.5 1.6 7.2 13.7 
SIXTH..... eeccccces 38 5.1 6.0 1.4 1.0 13.1 20.9 
SEVENTH..... ecccccees . 4) 3.7 2.7 4.8 7 11.6 20.1 
tIGHTH..... eeeeeeeee 44 2.9 3.5 2.0 1.1 8.6 13.9 
WIMTH. .. ccc cccccccvces 7% 6.0 3.8 2.6 ° 14.3 26.0 
Ve Roc ccccccccccccs a9 5. 8.8 4.0 1.1 19.3 29.5 
ELEVENTH... ..ccccceees oP 6.1 2.8 8.9 1.9 12.3 23.9 
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DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


8-5. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED ON THE MERITS, BY CIRCUIT 


TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 
TOTAL | PERCENT 
APPEALS | OF TOTAL 
CIRCUIT AND TERMI- | TERMI- AFFIRMED/ PERCENT 

NATURE OF PROCEEDING WATED | WATIOWS | TOTAL | ENFORCED | DISMISSED | REVERSED | REMANMED | OTHEX | REVERSED® 

ALL CIRCUITS.....005% 34,444 $3.7 18 , 502 13,681 1,039 2,924 om 220 13.5 
CRIMIMAL......cceececees 5,039 65.6 3.58 2,903 71 260 49 25 7.9 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,589 57.0 906 ong 120 69 23 5 7.6 
GTWER U. S$. CIVIL....... 4,638 57.5 | 2,669 1,823 130 590 101 25 22.1 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 5,975 4. 2,725 2,101 304 261 | 8 9.6 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... ’ 50. 6,282 4,827 268 1,007 111 69 16.0 
GANKRUP eeeeeeeeseeeee 50.7 498 %1 44. L.) 10 5 17.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 3,237 48 4 1,567 958 82 151 293 83 9.€ 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 621 88.1 547 29 20 498 e as e 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 1, 966 48.2 948 439 94 145 257 13 14.2 
CRIMI eeees 90 58.9 53 bad 3 3 1 ° 5.7 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 50 64.0 32 12 8 @ 6 ° 18.8 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 126 54.9 2% 130 30 60 13 1 25.6 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 23 69.6 16 12 2 1 1 ° 6.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 351 37.0 130 99 6 20 2 3 15.4 
BAMKRUPTCY......-.... 00 12 91.7 11 7 ° 3 1 ° 27.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 783 45.6 448 131 37 38 233 9 8.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 31 77.4 24 i 8 14 . e ad 

FIRST CIRCUIT........ 1,092 59.6 651 462 24 162 1 a 23.1 
CRIMIWMAL......cecccecees 228 59.6 13% 140 7 19 ad na 14.0 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 15 £3.3 8 ? 1 ° ° e ° 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 24 9.2 162 e8 5 58 1 aaa 3.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 61 50.8 31 24 1 6 a ° 19.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 468 56.2 263 195 9 5? ° ° 22.4 
BANKRUPTCY... ..ccecceees 2% 53.8 4e il > 3 al > 21.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... baad 50.0 22 17 1 2 ° 2 9.1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 16 93.8 15 ° . 15 ° . . 
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8-5. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED ON THE MERITS, BY CIRCUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 


TOTAL PERCENT 
APPEAL OF TOTAL 

CIRCUIT AND TERMI- TERMI- AFF IRMED/ PERCENT 
MATURE OF PROCEEDING WATED WATIONS | TOTAL | ENFORCED | DISMISSED | REVERSED | REMANDED , OTHER |REVERSED® 

SECOMD CIQCUIT... 05. 3,008 0.5 1,218 959 64 173 22 - 11.9 
CRIMIMAL... ec ecceccccess 525 $1.8 272 239 6 22 3 aa 8.1 
U. S$. PRISONER PETITIONS 115 9.1 of 43 2 - - - - 
GTWER U. S$. CIVIL....... 407 4.5 185 156 a 22 3 - 11.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 484 29.3 142 105 11 23 3 - 16.2 
GTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,174 37.6 ool 340 az bob 13 15.0 
BANKRUPT eeeeeeeeeerese 78 42.3 3 17 15 1 » aad 3.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 1838 » 6a be] 2 7 - - 10.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 77 97.3 % 4 - wv - - - 

THIRD CIRCUIT........ 2,579 46.8 1,206 992 4 201 5 ° 15.0 
CRIMIMAL.....cceeccceees 343 55.7 191 177 a 14 aad 7» 7.3 
U. S$. PRISOWER PETITIONS 159 49.7 79 72 ° 7 - - 8.9 
OTHER U. S$. CIVIL....... 328 55.2 181 1M - 47 - - 26.0 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 390 25.6 100 6 2 10 2? - 10.0 
GTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,065 49.3 515 423 2 87 3 - 16.9 
BANKRUPT eeeeeree teves 77 3.1 27 2a 1 & > = 14.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 205 41.0 oy 77 - 7 - - 8.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 32 90.6 29 1 3 25 a > a 

FOURTH CIRCUIT....... 2,760 61.1 1,685 1,421 30 189 BB 7 10.7 
CRIMIWAL........ eoccccse a0? 60.4 2a) 205 7 ri | cy i 11.5 
U. S$. PRISOWER PETITIONS 136 83.1 113 97 5 9 2 8. 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... we 61.7 190 13% 4 42 6 2 22.1 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS Ble 59.8 588 445 9 ae 3 ° 5. 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... Bil 57.5 86! 584 9 64 a 1 13.7 
BANKRUPTCY... ..ccccccees 71 6.5 33 28 D4 * 1 bd 12.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 192 73.4 141 120 2 7 4 3 5.0 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 23 43.5 10 1 > 9 ” = ” 

FIFTH CIRCUIT........ 4,174 52.5 2,191 1,571 202 ese $1 1 14.3 
CRIMIWAL......... eeccese 529 71.3 377 319 17 _ 7 - 9.0 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 97 55.7 54 31 16 6 1 - 11.1 
OTMER U. S. CIVIL....... 39 60.4 217 153 17? 40 7 - 18.4 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 867 37.6 326 190 68 ty 6 ad 12.9 
OTMER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,834 53.9 988 768 47 156 16 1 15.8 
BANKRUPTCY... .. cc cccceee 129 4°.6 6s 42 7 14 i > 21.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 278 4.9 97 oe 8 12 13 ° 12.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 81 84.0 68 4 2 2 - ° - 


6-5. . COURTS OF APP 
APPEALS Tena ED Ow THE ments. hy ea 
DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIOD EMDED AWE 30, 1987 
TERMIMATIONS OW THE MERITS 
TOTAL PERCENT 
APPEALS | OF TOTAL 
CIRCUIT AMD TERMI - * I~ AFFIRMED/ p 
WATURE OF PROCEEDING WATED WATIONS | TOTAL | EWFORCED |DISMISSED | REVERSED | REMANDED | OTWER | REVERSED® 
SIXTH CIRCUIT.....66> 3,762 $8.46 2,206 1,626 24 317 a” ° 13.3 
CRIMIMAL. cc cccccceeceees 410 62.4 2% a 4 13 7 e §.1 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 162 70.3 126 124 a 2 - - 1.6 
OTWER U. $s. CIVIL. «seuss 601 67.7 407 297 & es 16 a 21.6 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 931 61.0 Soa $15 2 43 8 - 7. 
OVWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,254 $1.0 639 518 5 108 | - 16.9 
BANKRUPTCY. . eeeeeeeeeeee 73 $2.1 N 2% 4 4 aa a 21.1 
ADMIWISTRATIVE APPEALS... 276 $1.1 141 108 1 26 4 - 19.9 
a ORIGIWAL PROCEEDINGS.... 4 62.9 29 2 . 27 ° - - 
SEVENTH CIACUIT...... 2,340 48.5 1,135 912 12 195 53 3 12.1 
CRIMIWAL. cc ccecceceees 310 63.9 198 188 | 3 | i 1.5 
U. §. PRISONER PETITIONS 193 40.9 62 1 il 5 - 13.9 
OVWER U. S. CIVIL....... 223 53.4 119 62 2 25 10 - 21.0 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 448 27.9 126 109 ° 4 8 - 6.4 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 897 $2.0 sot 377 | 6% 18 | 14.8 
BAWKRUPTCY.. cc csceceveee 7% $3.9 41 ae 4 7 d | 17.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 167 $1.5 o8 2 42 6 - 14.0 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 2% 80.8 21 - i 20 - - - 
EIGHTW CIACUIT....... 2,180 6.1 1,399 679 276 202 27 13 12.5 
CRIMIWMAL. oc eseescceceees 261 76.2 199 167 9 18 1 4 9.0 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 163 8 130 60 oa 1 1 - 0. 
OTWER U. S&S. CIVIL....... 317 ° 16 106 19 50 | i 26.9 
PRIV. PRISOWER PET 462 67.2 311 137 199 28 e i 9.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 795 59.9 452 337 n 65 8 3 14.4 
BAMKRUPTCY. onc ccccccccce it $7.9 a M 1 ? bf 2 9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 78 54.4 4 % 2 2 3 2 4.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS . eee Ve ¢.2 33 1 1 31 ” bd sal 


O-s. U.S, COURTS OF 
APPEALS TERMINATED OW THE MERIT ee ev ‘ea 


OURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIOD 1967 


TERMINATIONS Gh THE WERITS 
TOTAL 
OF TOTAL 
T 

wiwtw CIRCUIT. cecees 5,002 91.2 4, 606 1,062 70 aod oe 167 13.7 
aa oe HH on “1 ; i : 19 Sr 
sia U. . ever petitions 762 WH 4 ame % 18 14 s BA 
PRIV. phisonEn PET ae 42.9 i ie e 16 4 4 6.3 
GTWER PRIVATE wee 1,909 42.6 ois a] 13s 10 Lo) 16.5 
GAMKRUPTCY . eeeeeeeeeeeeee 165 #.1 ”% 97 - 14 aad 1 18.4 
ADMIMISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 999 $3.4 220 193 16 16 7 oe 8.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 142 93.7 133 a a 1235 bat bad S 
TENTH CIRCUIT. .....+. 1.697 oo 9 1,243 761 198 a0 72 I 13.1 
~s CRIMTMAL. oc ccscccccccees 44 62.4 201 160 il 19 il - 9.6 
on U. &. PRI PETITIONS 0.6 73 43 ia 13 | = 17.8 
OTHER U. S&S. CIVIL....... 247 6.0 lea 97 21 Bw 14 i 18.4 

PRIV. PRI v1 272 0.3 164 105 mM 17 5 1 10. 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 701 61.8 433 261 $b 61 a4 7 14,1 
BANKRUPTCY. ccc cceceeecs 70.0 ag B 4 & 4 aad 12.2 
ADMIWISTRATIVE APPEALS... 100 59.0 ” n 7 4 | - 6.8 
ORIGIMAL Dinas. eee 103 6.1 101 i 1 ” a baad aa 
ELEVENTH CIACUIT..... 3,664 9.0 2,014 1,607 1s 302 19 il 13.4 
CRIMIMAL. «cs ccccccceeees 626 72.8 603 565 7 27 bad 4-8 

U. S. PRISGHER PETITIONS 181 ».8 72 63 2 7 - - %. 
GTWER U. &. CIVIL....... 406 %.7 230 196 13 9 , 2 21.7 

PRIV. PRISOWER 772 33.9 262 211 8 41 - 2 HS 

BANKRUPTCY... eee eeeeeeeeee 129 $2.7 68 4 a 17 baad i . 

pg hs APPEALS... 127 48.0 61 $1 4 4 i i . 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 58 62.8 4a 5 ” n - - - 


PERCENT WOT SHOMN HOVERE THE TOTAL (AMBER OF CASES TERMINATED OW THE MERITS IS LESS THAN 10. WO PERCENTAGES OF CASES 
REVERSED OR DENIED HAS BEEN COMPUTED FOR GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE FREON APPEALS, WOR WAVE THEY BEEW 
WCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED. 


WOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AMD REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS GRIGINAL APPEALS. 
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+ TOTALS INCLUDE REGPENED, REMANDED, AMD REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS GRIGINAL APPEALS. 
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eda A Leia emul cpu ‘he 


FILines TEROL MAT I OMS 
CIRCUIT oF or or 

marae rH paecespine avau| ree nv Tera moeen 7 
ALL CIROUITS.......5. 4,176 =: 100.0 4,444 100.0 26,008 100.0 
cain eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s 0 14.4 4 16.4 
. s. Pal petitions 1 eae ‘i f 4.6 iter 4.4 
SSeS 4, a | 4, 3.8 ao 13.4 
v, ivieus ‘ 19.0 s, 17. 3, 14.6 
OTMER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 2 m7 Ty m9 9.699 m3 
” eeeeveeeeeeeee HE o4 i 95a 3°? PS B 
1G1MAL peaceooteaen "ois 1.7 wey) 1.8 "173 0.7 
DISTRICT OF COLUN@IA. 1,883 100.0 1,96 100.0 1,099 100.0 
bad isonih Petition [vy $.3 coo 4.4 7 4.2 

petitions ‘7 4.2 90 a5 ry 3. 

civ U. conn in Tiviews 38 27.7 a). 599 Nn. 

a 1.8 1.2 » 1. 

spaiiiibid 1 5. 1 wee 242 12. 
eeeeeeeeeeeeee s 3 uw 0.4 ¢g A 
minist ative <apeiits - ‘ 42.8 300 0.0 "ms he 
— 2 2.0 31 1.6 1.2 
FIRST CIRCUIT........ 1,110 100.0 1,092 100.0 76 © 100.0 

CRIMIMAL . occ cccccceccees 220 19.68 228 20.9 162 ns. 
U. 5. Pai 23 2.1 18 1.4 r 1.3 
OIWER U. &. CIVIL....... 6 00.2 no 131 4. 
PAIV, PRISOWER PETITIONS ‘8 rt) 5.6 M ‘0 

OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... “20 4D “sak 180M. 
BAMMRUIPTCY . oc cc cceeeeces 21 1.9 » 2.4 9 1.3 
apni TRA i :.. » 3.5 rv) 4.0 0 4.2 

IGIWAL PROCEEDINGS... 18 1.4 6 1.5 i 0. 
SECOND CIRCUIT....... 3,008 100.0 3,008 100.0 820 © 100.0 

CRIMIMAL.. ccc ccccccccceee 18.1 $25 17.8 241 . 

U. &. PRISONER PETIT 128 4.3 ug 3.8 8 ‘. 
OTWER u. s. cI rir 4 12.8 13.5 63 10.1 
PAIV, PRISOWER PETITI 15.2 sStiédSSS AE 408A 
oraa PRIVATE CIVIL 1,192 6 1.1% 99.0 275 3.5 

eeeeeeeeeeeeee 2.2 7 2.6 12 1. 
WISTRATIVE APPEALS... 199 6.6 188 ‘.3 “ 5.5 
IGIMAL PROCEEDINGS... " 1.3 n 1.2 5 0.6 
THIMD CIRCUIT........ 2,995 100.0 2,579 100.0 1,908 100.0 
CRIMIWAL.....sseccceeees 8.2 “>. 4 0—CtiC«AT 
U. 8. PRISONER PETITIONS 164 6.3 199 6.2 59 4.5 
U. $. CIVIL.....+. 272 —s«10.5 at 131 10.0 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 0s) s8.5 008.1 1600s. 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,060 4.1 1,0 404.8 Sis 
GAMMRUIPTCY . occ cc ccccecss 1 3.5 77 3.0 54 4.1 

WISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 201 7.7 205 7.9 116 8. 
GIMAL PROCEEDINGS... 1.1 22 1.2 3 0.2 
FOURTH CIRCUIT....... 2,086 100.0 2,760 100.0 1,992 100.0 
CRIMTMAL. occ cccccccccvee ae 12.1 402 14.6 279 14.3 
U. 8. PRISOHER PETITIONS 190 6.6 16 ‘9 122 6.3 
OTHER U. S$. CIVIL....... 304 0—Ss(0.8 80s? 208 = (10.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 90002 s«&31.2 16 0Ci«28*«CS “i226 
GTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 890 0—Cs«é80= 12 0—Sss8.4 16 «1.6 

BAMKMUIPTCY wc cc cccccccs a8 3.0 71 2.6 o4 3. 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 144 5.0 192 7.0 119 6.1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 22 on 23 0.8 H 0.4 
FIFTH CIRCUIT........ 4,301 100.0 4,17 100.0 2,982 100.0 
CRIMIMAL. .cccccccccccces 503 11.7 429 12.7 315 12.3 
U. 3. PRISONER PETITIONS ” 2.3 97 2.3 “ 1.8 
. $. CIVEL....... 538 7.9 et) 8.6 188 1.4 
Paiv 1,120 26.0 “7020.8 ‘sO 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL. . 1:79 0 8=— 4. 1,89 © 43.9 1,194 4.2 
eeeeeeeeeeraee 147 3.4 3.1 60 3.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 249 5.8 6.7 1% 5.3 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. ... 7 1.8 81 1.9 7 0.3 
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£ 0-4. U.S, COURT 
APPEALS nl, inten Penmien “Oy wr crRculy 
OUR ING yt ant , 


@ ENDED AME 30, 1987 


FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
CIRCUIT AND | or PERCENT OF or 
OF PROCEEDING neal" aH TOTAL nace] Tora. 
a attic la 
SIXTH CIRCUIT........ 3,617 100.0 9,762 100.0 3,085 100.0 
CRIMIMAL i econnnennngnceee rr 4 11.4 410 10.9 Py 12.7 
U. S. PRISOHER PETITIONS 48 182 . 114 3.8 
» Oe cl ly PERE $32 13.9 601 1, 042 14.6 
IV, PRISOWER PETITIONS 4 06=so8.0 m1 0204? an 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL,.... 1,820 34.6 1,284 3938.3 1,161 
GAMKRUPTCY.. eeeeeeeeeeee [} 2.3 73 1.9 1] | 2.4 
ADMIWISTRATIVE APPEALS... 8 7.0 2% 7.3 242 8.0 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... * 1.0 » 0.9 ry 0.3 
SEVENTH CIACUIT...... 2,173 400.0 2,340 100.0 1,4% 100.0 
eee 207 13.7 310 13.2 290 16.7 
U. S. PRISOHER PETITIONS 172 7.9 193 8.2 109 7.3 
OTWER U. $. CIVIL....... 201 9.2 223 9.5 138 9.2 
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS “sO o20.6 rv Py a Tor 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 60s )—si7.0 aa i) aan we 
GAMKRUPTCY.. eeeeeeeeeeeee 72 3.3 16 3.2 gy 3. 
AgnINT STRATIVE APPEALS. . 182 7.0 167 7.1 119 8.0 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... rm 1.2 % 1 5 0.3 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT....... 2,209 100.0 2,190 100.0 1,273 100.0 
CRIMTMAL . cc ccccccccccces 312 14.1 261 12.1 257 20.2 
U. S. PRISOHER PETITIONS 179 8.1 7.6 59 4. 
GTWER U. $. CIVIL....... 24 0Ct«D 7008. 165 0S «13.0 
PRIV, PRISONER PETITI 902 7 “63 s 14 Sti«i4G,S 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 798 3 795 1 15 40.5 
BAMKRUIPTCY . ccc ccccccecs as 3.9 16 3. $2 4.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 61 2.8 78 3.6 0 3.1 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 27 1.2 n 1.7 1 0.1 
WINTH CIRCUIT........ 5,682 100.0 $,092 100.0 5,098 100.0 
CRIMI OM wc occccceccccecee O74 17.2 069 17.1 1,029 17.4 
U. &. PRISGHER PETITIONS 246 44 178 2.5 252 4.3 
ne u. s. SEE 839 18.2 762 18.4 942 16.0 
PRISONER PETITIONS oe—ts«éi2LGSS ve 8.8 os = s«i10.3 
oreaa PRIVATE vines 2,062 &.5 1,909 37.5 2,198 8 86%.6 
OLNKRUPTCY. eeeeeeeeeeeeee we 3.7 165 3.2 223 3.6 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... $11 9.0 9) =—Sséi. 617 — «10. 
IGIMAL PROCEEDINGS... 142 2.5 142 2.8 7 - 
TENTH CIACUIT........ 1,967 100.0 1,687 100.0 2,278 100.0 
WIMAL . cn ccccccccceces 261 13.3 by v} 13.1 261 11.8 
U. S$. PRISONER PETITIONS 116 39 120 6.5 117 1 
OTHER U. $. CIVIL....... 2312s ..? 2470S s«13.3 2900S s«12.7 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 3200S ss«6.3 272—Cs«i14846 274 ~—Ss«2.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 7785 7012 s«37.7 1,00 48.1 
BANKRUPTCY. . eeeeeeeeeeeee 62 3.2 70 3.8 63 3.6 
ADMIN STRATIVE APPEALS. . 97 4.9 100 5.4 131 5.8 
IGINAL PROCEEDINGS... .. 103 5.2 103 5.5 ro] 1.1 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT..... 3,675 100.0 3,664 100.0 2,804 100.0 
CRIMIMAL...cccccccccsecs bas 22.8 628 22.6 804 28.4 
U. S$. PRISQGNER PETITIONS 237 6.1 181 9 164 A | 
OTHER u. s. CIVIL. «cess 422 10.9 406 11.1 269 9. 
PRIV. PRISGWER PETITIONS 8300s 21.4 772 . 481 = 17.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,204 31.1 1,163 31.7 947 4 
GAMKAUPTCY............. 108 2.8 129 3.5 63 2.2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 124 3.2 127 3.5 91 3.2 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 65 1.7 rr) 1.6 15 ¢. 


WOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPEWED, REMANDED, AMD REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 
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MATURE OF SUIT GF ecrunae oF keruais ikisinn Fae vU.5. mi Son nee CounTs, GV CIRCUIT 


S94 


Amt 30 
CIRCUIT 
WATURE OF SUIT GR OFFENSE TOTAL FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH CI@ITH | BINTH | TENTH 
TOTAL CARER. cc ccecceeeens 30,796 Ces) 2,632 3,028 3,428 1,923 2,08 4,790 1,708 
TOTAL CAIWIWAL CASES...... $200] 06] 220) $64] 398] 966/ Gos] 497] 297] 312) 976] 261 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES. ....655. 25,938 | 704 6 2,161 | 1,679 | 2,204 | 3,288 | 2,908) 1,626 | 1,723 | 3,616) 1,466 
U8. CABEB. cee eccescenne 6,292 | 908 a7 sis; 4% | «6488 714 373 463/1,108; 7 ead 
U.S. PLAINTIFF. ccc ceeeeees 909 35 a7 108 4 a oe vs Be or 180 Se 106 
TABLE IGS TRUMENTS. 38 - 7 - - 7 i 6 7 s s 2 ° 
Contact ACTIONS. 108 a ‘ 10 il us 12 i 7 18 * 20 
Tigh OF LAM... 33 - - - 7 8 § ° 2 i 4 a 
PROP. ACTIONS e 4 a 4 4 . ‘ | 9 22 9 8 
TeaT | eeeeeeeeeee 7 e i ad aad i @ i a i aad i 
CT puy 62 i 3 2 9 10 » ‘ a : ] 4 9 
sign CIVIL aiaiis | 4 | 3 2} 6] § 3 3} 9} (1 5 
FORFEITURE AMD PENALTY. 141 - 7? 7 18 13 21 4 ’ 4 a 18 
FAIR LABOR STAMD. ACT.. 42 - 7 a 2 4 6 i 4 4 4 
pa eeeeeeeeeere » e 4 6 a 4 4 2 g 5 e a 
7 7 a 41 4 i i ° ad a ? 2 - 
TAX wen. eeeeeeee 102 e 1 7 il 9 10 é 6 a4 10 4 
ALL Cee eeeeeeeeee 219 ll 1 28 a a 16 il 1 18 ww 4 21 
U.S. DEFEMDANT.....eeeeees $,323| 480 Ot 371 Pa) pos] 619 bea oe 92s 293) 952 
CONTRACT ACTIONS....... 132 12 e 7 4 16 13 é 9 4 iF 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS... 79 4 i 3 4 6 ? 7 4 é 
TORT ACTIONS... ...0000. 348 _ 1 Be 19 21 43 27 21 AL 140 B 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
TTTTIITITT 24a 0 17 10 31 14 21 20 ? 47 » 
Vit TT be) | 7 30 a n 3 21 21 93 as 
pal PETITIONS: 
TO VACATE SEW 712 14 a 9 73 $2 7 4 62 109 130 
CORPUS... 0005. $46 16 os os D4 a 7% 78 ° ag 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS | 6 14 eM 10 il ao » s7 47 
GTWER PRIS. PETITIONS 195 7 2 - 107 1 » 18 2 rb | 
LABOR wits nity Ue. ue 11 6 2 § 2 8 bd il 4 
oe SECURITY LAM... 22 72 a4 ” 71 n 6s 103 4 
YYTLTTV TTT TT 2a a pT rt 17 20 » » 7g 
tw oo 9 a | i a 1 4 31 - 
FRE OF INFOR. ACT.. im; 68 4 3 a 6 2 § 12 7 
ALL OTHER. . ccc ccccceees 703 198 7S Ps) 7 8 a6 42 118 77 
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TABLE 8-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AME 30, 1967 


TOTAL | 0.C. 
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WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


PRIVATE CASES... nce eeeees 


FEDERAL GQUESTION........++. 


MATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 


. ACT. 


i 
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DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP... 


ul 


PERS 
ALL OTWER. ccc cccccccese 


GEWERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 


L 


PRISOWER PETITIONS..... 


ALL 


AY 
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COURTS OF APPEALS 
MATURE OF SUIT GR orreuse ce APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COUNTS, BY CIRCUIT 
WG THE ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


E 6-7. U.S. 


TWELVE MONTH PERIOD 
CIRCUIT 
WATURE OF SUIT GR OFFENSE TOTAL | D.C. | FIRST |SECOMD | THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH SEVENTH | EXGHIe | MINTH | TENTH ELEVENTH 
TOTAL CRIMIMAL CASES...... 5,260 64; 220; 54 395 8 | «903 «487 297 312; 974 261 ang 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL. wecseevees 5 bead e 5 7 2 a e § il 20 a a 
FIRST DEGREE... F | - - 2 e z sd - 2 o 14 i 2 
OTMER HOMICIDE. a; -| -| 3] 4 -| af - 3 s| 6 1 . 
ROBBERY, TOTAL... seseeees 220 - ? 13 Y 15 12 a4 12 2s 63 % n 
BANK. wc cecccccecevecees 200 aad 6 13 é 18 10 23 11 22 s7 4 33 
OTWER ROBBERY ......000- 20 bad 1 bal 1 ad 2 1 1 3 6 1 4 
ASSAULT. nn ccccnccccevesecs 1% 2 i 2 e 16 b 2 1 t 23 & 2 
BURGLARY. oc ccceseccesececs & baad Ss baad 4 © aad ° = 1 2 i 
LARCENY AMD THEFT, TOTAL.. 2m z il aa 32 18 16 3 20 11 0 8 rg 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE.... 9 - 3 4 16 1 - 9 : i 3 - 7 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY....... 63} 1] -| ww] 8 1} $s) 7 5 7} 3s] 14 
CCC OHO EEE eee ee 33 ad 4 3 5 2 4 3 a aad 4 2 a 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 91 i 4 6 3 14 3 & é 3 rs] 7 9 
EMBEZZLEMENT... eccccccees 74 i 2 a 4 Z 8 13 10 3 1g 2 o 
FRAUD, TOTAL. cc ccceccecees ag2 rs) 24 a5 ed L 77 % 1 § 164 61 122 
10COME TAK. ceccccccsees 215 > 2 9 12 12 19 27 2s 18 43 17 & 
POSTAL AMD INTERSTATE 
WIRE RADIO ETC...... 299 - 15 22 25 8 rs) 37 19 18 $2 33 a7 
LENDI eeese 70 ? 1 3 9 1i 10 7 4 8 7 3 7 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATIONS 106 3 14 8 9 4 3 4 § 33 i 19 
OTHER ecvccccccccs 202 a3 a7 il 16 18 22 % 12 29 7 1s 
AUTO THEFT. wc ccccccesccees 23] bas i bad el 5 7 2 2 3 al 3 
FORGERY AMD COUNTERFEITING 161 2 Al 13 32 9 2s 27 7? 7 17 ‘a PL 
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TABLE 68-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, BY CIRCUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT 
WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL | D.C. | FIRST |SECOMD| THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH |SEVENTH | EIGHTH | WINTH | TENTH ELEVENTH 
SEX OFFENSES... .cecccccees 58 e 2 3 é 5 6 3 a 7 1s 5 6 
ORUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL ACT, TOTAL....... 2,254 7 ” 287 166 145 201 138 112 106 % a6) 
DAPCA MARIMUANA........ 353 4 21 19 31 30 2 FJ 3 14 % 13 70 
DAPCA WARCOTICS........ 1,627 % 67 257 131 162 1s 97 92 65 53 mE 
DAPCA CONTROL . SUBSTANCE 274 7 a 11 24 13 6 26 12 a 38 28 23 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
ToT Ra REREEESESCOOOCOS ET 677 9 40 79 41 49 69 54 of 4 123 % 62 
Oal BERV. wc ecccccccsecs 32 1 2 3 4 3 2 2 o i il ad 3 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING 
AMD es SPP 203 2 14 57 12 8 ai 14 16 4 17 14 24 
_ GAMBLING ‘ is) 6 bad 2 aad a 1 ad | > 1 a © 1 
8 KIDMAPP ies. -e@eeeee 15 e 2 e I bad 1 3 i eS 5 1 1 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS...... 258 2 FJ 10 17 22 33 23 17 27 a il 42 
3 Ceeeeeereerereeee $1 be 1 3 2 2 7 at 5 & 14 6 § 
Ceeeeeeeeeeeeers Es) 1 9 a i 1 2 5 ad 3 5 4 i 
ORUMK ORIVING/TRAFFIC.. 7 2 3 - 1 8 i A | 2 2 4 
OTHER MI 
GENERAL OFFENSES...... 41 1 2 4 3 4 2 § 8 1 10 7 1 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAMBS... ces 7 e 4 2 1 2 14 2 a 5 31 6 6 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE = - - - - - © - - - - - 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 4 21 20 20 30 24 15 21 69 12 3» 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS.... i - i - ad - ad a | ° i 
pred dhl VIGLATIONS. - 2 6 1 i 2 - - 6 a 6 
MATIOWAL DEFENSE LANS 27 1 2 a 4 i i 2 5 2 2 
CIVIL ents. x S 1 6 4 ad al § 1 9 
WITNESS INTIMIDATION. . 4 3 1 4 4! 4] 10 2 8 
EXPLOSIVES /WON-VESSEL e 3 1 7 7 i 12 3 2 
Coeeeeeeseceeees 2 4 7 13 3 12 Ps) il 
WOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AMD REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 


x93 


—— ee 


TABLE C 


U.S. DISTRICT CoURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AMO PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS EMDED JUNE 30, 1986 AMD 1987 


FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 

PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD 

CIRCUIT ENDED ENDED ENDED ENDED 
AND JUNE 30, | JUNE 30, | PERCENT SUME 30, | JUNE 30, | PERCENT JUNE 30, | JUNE 30, | PERCENT 
DISTRICT 1987 CHANGE 1986 1967 CHANGE 1986 1987 CHANGE 
TOTAL... 254,828 238 , 982 “6.2 266, 765 238 ,000 ~10.€ 242,177 243,159 0.4 
| 3,875 3,564 -8.0 5,44 2,999 -13.0 3,910 4,475 14.5 
iST... 9,262 7,872 -15.0 10,606 8,454 -20.3 12,142 11,560 -4.8 

—_- 

Z ME. cece 892 -3.9 0.9 T4Q -12.7 
eeeeee 4,553 3,754 -17.6 5,510 4,069 -25.8 7,823 7,488 -~4.3 
eeeees 711 -19.8 633 -13.8 713 6.1 

Tocccee 814 752 -7.6 806 697 -13.5 612 667 9.0 
eeeeee 2,292 1,939 -15.4 2,600 2,070 -20.4 2,063 1,952 -~6.3 
2m... 21,056 20, 448 -2.9 21,186 19,375 8.6 25,277 26,350 4.2 

CT. weoee 2,568 2,824 10.0 2,628 2,395 8.9 3,857 4,286 11.1 
WY, eee 1,540 1, -3.7 , 666 1,416 -15.0 r) 2,971 . 
WY,E.... 4,539 4,533 0.1 4,583 4, ° 5,154 6.8 
eSeeee 10,647 9,784 -6.1 10, 392 9,586 -7.8 10,893 11,091 1.8 
MY ,W.... , 1,479 2.4 ° 1,456 -1.8 2, 2, 1.1 
WT ww eeee 318 8.5 -22.5 2.4 
SRD... 20,243 20,383 0.7 19,930 19,233 -3.5 17,572 18,722 6.5 
DE...... 684 726 6.1 693 649 6.4 706 783 10.9 
eeoeece §,507 §,451 -1.0 5,553 §,092 -6.3 §,552 §,911 . 
PA,E.... 7,988 8,102 1.4 7,820 ’ -1.6 §,801 , 7.0 
PA, eeee 1,954 1, 0.2 1,935 1,982 2.4 1, 1,433 -1.7 
PA,W.... 3,369 3,201 5.0 3,133 3,105 -0.9 2,873 2,969 3.3 
VI weeee 741 27.7 711 -10.7 1,182 1,417 19.9 
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TABLE C 


U.S. DISTKICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIGDS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 AND 1967 
FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
PERIOD PERIED PERIOD PERIGD PERIOD PERIOD 
CIRCUIT ENDED ENDED ENDED ENDED ENDED ENDED 
AMD AME 30, | AME 30, | PERCENT AME 30, | AME 30, | PERCENT AME 30,| AME 30, | PERCENT 
DISTRICT 1986 1967 CHANGE 1906 1987 CHANGE 1986 1967 CHANGE 
4TH... 20,093 18,142 4.7 22,425 18,703 18.4 16,078 15,917 “1.0 
MD. wees 4,392 3,548 ~19.2 4,766 3,058 -18.0 4,265 3,955 -7.3 
ebecee 1,976 1,632 ~17.2 2,118 1,653 -21.9 1,067 1, 066 “1.9 
WC,M.... 1,149 870 -24.3 435 $29 -3%3.3 661 602 . 
WC,M.... 1,224 1,091 -10.9 1,407 1,034 -26.5 720 777 7.9 
eeccce 3,546 3,408 1.7 3,799 3,400 -10.5 2,982 2,790 8.1 
VA,E.... 3,313 3,415 3.1 3,324 3,388 1.9 2,495 2,522 1.1 
VA,M.... 2,177 »929 -11.4 2,456 1,730 ~29.6 i,514 1,713 13.1 
eMevee 699 S41 ~22.6 992 656 -33.9 4,188 1,063 4.9 
WV,S.... 1,623 1,908 -7.1 2,191 1,655 -24.5 1, 1,449 9.2 
STH... 34,169 30,303 -11.3 34,612 31,529 -6.9 Te, aN 38, 356 -3.1 
LA,€. eee 6,181 6,385 3.3 6,603 6,953 -2.: b, Wee 5,354 -1.3 
LA,M.... 1,021 1,079 s. 1,277 1,060 -18 x Ayana 1,432 0.1 
LA,W.... 3,424 2,946 -14.0 3,540 2,988 “1% .4 5, 605 3,563 -1, 
WS ,M.... 1,304 1,107 -18.1 1,267 1,195 ee i) 1,957 4.4 
WS,S.... 3,062 2,405 -21.5 2,529 2,100 “6. Yt 5,369 5.8 
TK, M.... $s, 4,748 -12.9 4,541 4,630 2.0 ree) | 5,269 2.3 
TK,E.... 2,874 3,300 14.8 2,653 3,562 x. § , 266 5,024 4.0 
TK,$.... 7,222 $5,661 ~-21.6 7,871 6,4% -17.5 6,33 7,999 4.5 
TK,M.... 3,631 2,672 -26.4 4,331 3,016 -30.4 3,185 2,791 -11.0 
6TH... 29,479 26,129 ~11.4 31,182 27,221 -12.7 27,611 26,519 4.0 
KV,€.... 2,074 2,062 0.4 2,626 2,161 -17.7 2,006 1,929 -3.9 
KY, eeee 1,067 1,642 -12.1 2,082 1,79 -13.7 2,313 2,157 6.8 
M1,€.... 7,783 6,828 -12.3 6,329 8,374 0. 6,901 5,355 ~22.4 
1 ,M.... 2,213 1,972 -10.9 2,112 2,291 8. 2,510 2,191 -12.7 
GH,M.... 6,005 5,266 -13.5 5,502 9 -17.1 $37 6,244 12.8 
GH,S.. . ,079 »178 -7.5 5,054 3, 7% -24.9 3,978 3,957 0.5 
TH,E.... 2,505 1,963 -20.8 2,347 1,778 -24.3 1,552 1,757 13. 
TH,M.... 1,558 1,324 -18.0 1,989 1,234 -22.4 1,064 1,174 8. 
TH,M.... 1,315 1,257 4.4 1,541 1,230 ~20.2 1,728 1,795 1.6 


TABLE C 


U.S. DISTRICT Counts 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AMD PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 AMD 1967 


FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIGD PERIOD 
CIRCUIT EMDED 
30, | AME 30, | PERCENT JUNE 30, | AME 30, | PERCENT AME 30, | AME 30, 
CHANGE 1986 1967 
7TH... 21,990 7.7 23,628 20,740 16,922 17,732 
<A ILM... 9,811 11,380 19.7 11,940 11,262 $.7 7,410 7,528 
+ IL,C.... 1,224 1, 466 19.8 1,797 1,399 -23.6 1,310 i, 
IL,8.... 1,603 1,796 9.5 1,957 1,398 ~10.4 1, 1,914 
eMeeee ’ 2,119 “18.2 2,696 2,057 ~23.8 2,332 ’ 
1m,8.... 2,700 2,268 15.3 2,990 2,161 ~%. 2,624 2,761 
WI,E.... 1,447 1,871 8.6 1,674 1,574 4.0 1,271 , 
eManes 1,025 970 4.4 1,049 952 : 
8TH... 18,203 16,070 “11.7 17,894 15,523 -13.3 14,670 18,217 
AR,E.... 2,062 2,236 a4 2,028 1,906 6.0 1,687 2,017 
AR,W.... 1,040 983 -$.5 990 “1.0 
pMavee 618 844 3.2 773 77% 0.4 
1A,$8.... 1,320 1,321 0.1 1,326 1,168 “11.9 1,421 1,974 
ee 3,011 2,160 ~26.3 3,004 2,953 -18.0 2, 2, 
WO,E.... 3,374 3,003 “11.0 3,622 2,6% -25.6 2,447 2,794 
WO,M.... 3,733 2,807 ~24.8 3,329 2,769 -16.2 2, 2,673 
| ee 1,782 1,763 0. 1,683 1,666 “1.0 1,448 545 
eeeeee 504 452 -10.7 $00 477 -4.6 
| 5a7 $01 14.7 639 $12 ~19.9 424 413 
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U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TABLE 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD EMDED AME 30, 1937 
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TOTAL... 
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TABLE C 1, 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AMD PENDING 
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U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AME 30, 1967 


U.S. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 


TABLE C 1. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AMD PENDING DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AME 30, 1967 


SZt 


TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 

CIRCUIT | PENDING PENDING | PENDING PENDING |PENDING 

AND AME 30,| COM- | TERMI~| JUNE 30,/. AE 30,| COM | TERMI~| JUNE 30, |.ANE 30, 
DISTRICT 1966 | MERCED | HATED 1967 1966 | WENCED | MATED 1967 

7TH... | 16,922 21,980 20,740 17,732 | 3,281 6,095 5,627 3,549 
IL, Meo. 7,410 11,980 11,262 7,628 | 1,087 2,409 2,374 1,092 
IL,C.... 1,310 = i, i, 1, 582 490 354 

Seve 1,983 =3=1, 1,995 1,914 316 $84 523 375 
16,M.... 2,332 2,119 2,057 2, 616 636 544 

Bove 2,624 ’ 2,161 2,791 672 960 908 724 

vEweee 1,271 1,871 1,974 1, 303 590 552 41 
WIM... 422 970 952 440 107 ss aad 119 

STH... | 14,670 16,070 15,823 15,217 | 3,428 5,354 $,182 3,627 
AR,E.... 1,687 2,236 1,906 2,017 380 Te 640 506 

Mewes 769 983 980 772 214 322 336 200 
TA, Me. 682 al 7% 780 204 344 322 226 
TA,$.... 1,421 1,321 1,168 1,574 391 480 373 498 

eoeeee 2,469 2,160 2,953 2,076 $72 806 647 531 
WO,E.... 2,447 3,003 2,69 2,754 465 635 1S 544 

Meese 2,095 2,007 2,789 2,873 ou 964 = 1,048 553 

eresee 1, 1,763 1,666 1,56 303 461 445 319 
MD. ncene 42 477 154 242 227 169 
SD. ..00s 424 901 $12 413 108 104 161 81 
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CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AMD PRODING OURIOD THE Twaive WONTW PERIGD ENDED AME 30, 1967 
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TABLE C 38. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY MATURE OF SUIT AMD DISTRICT 
CURING THE TWELVE HONTW PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 
PRIVATE CASES 
PRISGHER PETITIONS 
we BA AR 
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10,0.... 1,421 161 319 12 1 113 1m be 3060 aa? 4 1200—s «101 - 31 70 t 
18,8.... 253 7h 100 20 i 73 7 3s 7 145 5 so 8 143 2 31 128 102 
WI,€.... 1,022 224 ? 17 % 23 6? 16 9 179 - “eo 1 1 bad 93 102 

Manes 608 s 4 - - s “4 il i 103 1 “” 193 | M mm 48 

6H... 10,371 | 2,107 147 175 49 479 1,237 279 4? 1,27 44 42 «(1,004 21 263 712 909 
aA,€.... 1,266 a4 20 7? 10 ad 126 26 7 211 2 1oté«éiéSDL 1 19 BM 4 

oes e445 a4 3 2 69 110 24 a 78 2 5 27 i 10 21 62 
1A,8.... a ” ra 1 | 23 44 2 ed o ° il 33 i 15 a7 63 
1A,8...- 795 117 10 a - uM 56d 2s 4 136 4 » 260 - 14 pe) 3 
Wh. ceee 1,706 42 1g 33 14 &M 355 Ei 11 227 7 a $1 i 105 233 206 
WB,€.... 1,940 481 14 5 21 117 248 tS ] 11 221 7 wo 86994 3 0 172 128 
,M.... 1,744 Pa) 12 ® i 4 137 CS) 10 165 13 » 86h 13 so 6188 127 
| eee 1,221 179 7 4 - 4a % 3 2 124 3 ” # «m7 1 Mu a2 172 

eeeeee 250 7 8 13 ad 9 a4 6 1 18 8 9 9 bad 3 9 Ss 
BD. nese 1 a2 oI 6 ad 2 42 10 2 ® od o 15 28 baad 7 5 69 

OTH... 21, 62 | 3,817 2700=—s a3 526 ») 1,910 4a? 186 «62,006 149 1,310 2,766 21 1,175 2,297 1,971 
| 451 209 10 bad 20 4 b | 8 § P| $ 25 a8 o é s7 a7 
AZ. ccess 1,942 Od 15 10 1 & 106 a) 18 118 2 240 760 8 oe ae 6 
CA,E.... 1,711 268 a2 11 4 20 87 21 & 2 ? i” = 88 2 “oe iW 18 

eweeere $s, 1,613 58 122 $3 3 ma 140 63 $32 90 ag A) 1 92 842 g73 
CA,S.... 1,080 315 2 | 133 11 99 NH 10 =—s« 3 3 % 2s 3 se os bs ~4 
| eee 72 24) 16 - 27 17 8 23 ? 63 - 14 by - 20 60 

eeeeee 8 164 4 4 ad 19 6) 13 § $7 1 | 92 = 2 19 to) 

TTTTT 669 187 27 n ° A) 87 20 3 4) L 63 1 ii » » 
|) 1,311 465 19 8 1 23 63 rs} 4 127 > % 383 S Pd] eo 77 

eeeeee 530 415 18 a BS 47 bo 42 14 168 6 ss 174 2 4 180 163 

eEwnes Ss 78 i 4 ° 18 42 4 3 Rd i % 10 1 9 12 Ss 
WA,M.... 1,992 37 18 23 125 17 180 28 vw 187 > 117 189 i ” 144 1% 
Guan... 64 8 - 2 - 1 - 1 4 - 6 = 1 1 «@ 
WI..... 4 4 bind hed 1 bd bad bead bed 4 bod be bead o i 1 B 


230 


SUIT AMD DISTRICT 
SME 30, 1967 


&| HIeSRRz* F | FRAN_B_SS 
z| §aRS"ARA 3 | BxAAgesAs 
S|) SeazeaR™ 2 | Re-aggese 
z& =—@i:eamei: € 0 ted § SO Q™® * 
4| £3879553 § | RgRRERASS 
- 
3| <agsagee g | geaceszsa 
: £ zea ee ' 3 8 tar =g,23° ' 
=| ER] 8] ARE*SERE & anssnazes 
= - ot 
rz gi | Ri SSetwoer 3g lw wegen: A 
af Z| 2RRRGSA™ § | GAR SagRR 
g 
i 2) SHRSSHPS E | SAE THESES 
+f : 3] aeseegas g | eaanassas 
; i @) ttt Mig 3 “-'3°3393' ‘3s 
2 3 Rem rerag glace ang 
a5 £| SRRRng22 g | ssneRsare 
AY) §| 338nskES 2 |SaRrsEee8 
La] e - 
435 | 3) S8SERKSR § | RSESAELTE 
BSS e|-- at gla dan 
SYEURESE «= 4d deeeddS 


93/ 


TABLE C 38. us. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL Cases TematuaTep MATURE OF SUIT AMD OLSTRICT 
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UNITED STATES CASES 
eT IONS an- Iv- 
a | Teva LamD> | REAL To URES 
Ccivit | U.S paer-| TeRT ANTI-| CIVIL] VACATE | MABEAS] CIVIL] AMD] PEMAL- | LABOR] SOCIAL | TAK aah 
CIVIL | VRACTIMATION | ERTV| ACTIONS | TRUST/ RIGHT CORPUS | RI Ties «=| SUITS SUITS | OTHER 

10TH... | 13,486 | 3,042 | 1,777 48 712 1$2 ° 133 79 102 § 8 ea aT 223—s«B 227 
CB...... | 2,870 719 379 % ry. Y “8 © 43 15 4 3 3 3 17 2% _ 91 
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TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY MATURE OF SUIT AMD ACTION TAKEN 
(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIGD ENDED ANE 30, 1967 
COURT ACTION 
|] CURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
wo OURING PERCENT 
COURT BEFORE | GR AFTER en REACHING 
MATURE OF SUIT TOTAL | ACTION | TCTAL/PRETRIAL| PRETRIAL | TOTAL Aa SURV) TRIAL 
FEDERAL QUESTION POORER EUESECES OSCE SEES) 98 , 490 34, 389 64,101 44,580 14,081 5,470 2,923 2,547 $.6 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
WAR I he TOUTE UU) 4,463 2,377 2,006 1,271 691 124 112 12 2.8 
PT UeU REE EEEET ESE 7 257 200 133 15 44 1 3.3 
Cee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 2,646 1,110 1,536 1,042 403 91 $3 3% 4 
REAL POR URE REOSOOESOSES SESS) 690 216 474 nT 67 10 6 4 4 
TERT ACTIONS 
GUPLOVERS' LIABILITY ACT ......+++- 2,201 613| 1,988 495 056 235 2s 210; 10.7 
WARTIME, PERSONAL I PTTTITITTTT 516 695 | 2,681 1,056 1,274 31 121 2 9.8 
eeeeeeeeeeere 1,651 624 ,027 $49 349 129 Pad 100 
PU oO URE PUEPEU EU 1,200 438 762 442 282 63 50 18 . 
STATUTES 
sul PORPRREEEOSEC EE 4,952 1,813 2,799 2,927 128 a 66 24 1.8 
CeCe eee eH E HOHE HEHEHE EES 949 661 0 228 73 19 ba) . 
CCRC E EEE EEE EEE 7,892 2,361 §,531 2,404 2,001 1,126 $79 “47 14.3 
yy cocccccccccees | 10,290) 3,117) 7,173 3,938 2,149 1,006 338 696; 10.6 
CORPUS CCCP E EEE EEE 9,320 2,497 6,823 6,957 167 9 92 7 1.1 
MANDAMUS AMD OTHER eeeeonerereces 257 ao 177 168 3 4 4 S 1.6 
CIVIL RIGHTS ...ccecccccccccceeee | 24,127 | 6,682) 15,495) 13,383 1,257 055 $61 204 3.9 
STANDARDS ACT ...cceees 743 299 484 246 153 cd 53 = 11.4 
RELATIONS ACT .... 3,489| 1,384) 2,135 1,473 561 101 4 2.9 
LITIGATION .nccccsccees 7,240| 3,373; 3,867) 2,583 1,074 210 153 57 2.9 
PT e PEPE CECE » 962 7% $86 7 251 $8 54 3.4 
PATENT COCO H SESH EEOEEEEEEEEEEE 1,031 31 640) 322 229 t ] $2 8.6 
COC EH EEE EE EEE EEE EEE 2,328 988 1,337 890 383 o 71 4.0 
OF STATE STATUTES .....ccecccccees 318 120 198 147 Co M 11 3.§ 
ALL GUMER FEDERAL QUESTION .......... 9,091; 3,990; 5,501 3,530 1,909 462 242 §.1 


TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY MATURE OF SUIT AMD ACTION TAKEN 
(LAND COMDEMNA ) 


TION CASES GMITTED 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 
COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
DIVERSITY GF CITIZENSHIP .......0eeeeee+ | 63,249 | 23,028 | 40,221) 20,850 14,293 | 5,078 | 1,916 3,562 8.0 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
INSURANCE COCO COOH EEE EO EEE EES 6,570 2,274 4,2% 2,249 1,320 $27 185 342 8.0 
WEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS .......0000. 1,942 927| 1,015 244 57 19 3.9 
GTHER CONTRACTS ...ccecccccccccccse | 23,651 | 9,628) 14,023) 8,006 4,566 1,453 797 656 6.1 
LN) REAL PROPERTY COCO CROCE OEE OEE HEE EES 3,991 1,636 2,35 1,928 324 106 64 42 2.7 
= TORT ACTIONS 
°o WARINE, PERSONAL INJURY ........-.. 643 205 438 182 197 » 17 42 9.2 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INARY .... 6,560 | 2,388) 4,172 1,628 2,000 544 87 7 8.3 
GTHER PERSONAL INJURY ........++-+- | 17,911 | 5,100). 12,4611 5,419 4,879 | 2,113 23a7_—s «1, 876 12.1 
OTWER TORTS COCO CCH EEE E OOOOH EEE 37 S60 1,497 737 $61 199 71 128 8.4 
ALL GTHER DIVERSITY eeeeeeoeeseeeenee 10 14 11 2 1 | = 4.2 
LOCAL JURISDICTION ...ccsccccccccccccees 545 267 258) 105 130 23 3 20 4.2 
CONTRACT ACTIGMS ...ccccccccesccccees 7% 4a ae 10 4 2 2 5.3 
REAL PROPERTY COPS CCH O CEEOL E OEE EEE EES 42 24 10 6 a | 1 4.8 
TORT ACTIONS 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INAURY .... 105 58 6 24 7 - 7 6.7 
OTHER PERSSMAL INJURY eoeeeeeseeese 182 97 16 cs 10 ad 10 5.8 
OTHER TEATS CCCH CEE EE EEE EEE EEEEE® 4 2 al 2 a ad s baad 
PRISGWER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS Ceeeeeseseeeeseeees 12 7 & 1 o baal = aa 
AMD OTHER eeeeeeseeeccee a 2 ° aa aa aie ae al 
CIVIL RIGHTS COC CeCe O Oe ESET EEE EES 1 al i ad al ° S aad 
OSMESTIC RELATIONS CeCe eeeereeeeeere 6 & - a o al = aad 
INSANITY CHOOSE EE EHEHEEEE EEE OES Done © be bod ad al = aad 
ALL GTWER LOCAL Coeeeeeeoeseeoeeseses 115 of ge 16 al al = 


TABLE C 4A U.S. DISTRICT Counts 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, GY DISTRICT AMD ACTION TAKEN 
CONDEMNATION CASES GNITTED) 


COURT ACTION 
CIRCUIT oo OURI WG 
uD coum BEFORE | GR AFTER ead 
DISTRICT TOTAL | ACTION| TOTAL AL| PRETRIAL | TOTAL | AV | AY) TRIAL 
TOTAL... 9482 | 97,804 199,678 | 95,272  32,493/| 11,913 | 5,614 6,299 5.0 
Ol. weeee 2,991 | 1,741) 1,290 53 177 129 + 63 4.0 
1ST... 6,428 | 2,723) 5,705; 3,69 1,918 sd 198 29% 5.9 
| eee 963 373 590 293 247 90 16 4 §.2 
eovces 4,071 | 1,628) 2,243 1,467 957 199 71 128 4.9 
coves 631 175 ae 153 245 5 22 od 9. 
eovees os 226 469 171 706 o4 & $4; 13. 
eoceee 2,068 121; 1,947 1,992 262 93 ” & 4. 
mm... 19,361 | 9,636) 9,728) 5,136 3,743 846 be] 1 4.4 
CTaeeese 2,394) 1,346) 1,048 408 93 147 +4 a3 6.1 
WV, M...- 1,418 718 “7 412 182 103 eo 63 7. 
pSecee 4,18 1,669 2,918 705 1,455 1% 77 7% 3. 
5 or 9,579 | 5,464) 4,118) 1,966 1,829 320 193 167 3. 
VM... 1,455 | 1,416 1,167 186 69 a] 23 4. 
coceee me 200 134 78 4 53 15 +i 
™... 19,207 | 4,643) 14,964] 10,117 3,319| 1,128 5m 992 $.9 
OE... 68 204 448 371 ul 37 12 2s $.7 
| rr 5,009; 1,606) 3,463) 1,79 1,403 24 72% a 5.6 
5 oo 7,684 629; 7,093; 5,409 1,064 902 162 6.5 
ove 1,979 130) 1,869) 1,282 40 137 61 66 6.4 
PAM... 3,102; 1,604) 1,418 1,081 219 14a “% a2 4.8 
eovcee 7 30 314 128 186 30 q 21 4.3 
4TH... 18,212| 7,245) 10,967 7,313 2,956; 1,096 Oo 6.0 
| oe 3,054; 1,200| 2,668 1,069 528 208 LU 5.4 
WCE... 1,641 879 772 625 a2 cd a7 3.9 
WC,M.... 923 448 477 2% 137 44 22 4.8 
C,H... 1,083 S538 211 229 88 . 
eeeeee 3,393 1, 2,339 1,937 637 178 “ e 
4 oe 3,374; 1, 1,721 848 516 357 219 e 
Moves 0721 ose 612 138 106 67 ° 
gMecee 620 420 B i = . 
pSeoee 1,661 1, 08 5 $3 17 . 
5™... | 31,473] 10,499 21, 14,233 4,608) 2,36) 989 1, 7.6 
LA,E.... 6,442 261; 6, 3,931 1,720 500 317 8.7 
LA,M.... 1,079 692 66 41 2 3.8 
LA,M.... 2,983; 1, 1, 871 309 218 ej 2 
08, M.... 1,186 an 169 cd 43 2 
pSeeee 2,168; 1, 2 34 199 Ss ° 
eee 4,638 4, 35,068 91 162 76 ° 
Bove 9. 504 2, 1,219 668 798 73 ° 
eoee 6, 3, 2, i, 1,637 246 1” a 
eve 3, i, 1, 1,3 * im 7% ° 
6™... 27,171; 10, 6, 10, 35 5, 1,107 475 4.1 
KV,E.... 2, 1,235 106 42 5.0 
KV,.... 1, 963 72 21 4.0 
1 ,€.... é. 2 2,681 2, 281 160 3.4 
1 ,M.... 2, i, 1,037 » ry 2.6 
8... 4, i 1,48. 1, 189 72 1 4.1 
cove 3, i, 1,209 125 60 3 
cose i, 66a 166 81 4 
cee 1, ” 51 bed = | 
TH,M.... i, 524 ] 43 7 
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TABLE C 4A U.S. DISTRICT CoURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, GY DISTRICT AMD ACTION TAKEN 
LAND CONDEMNATION CASES GNITTED) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AME 30, 1967 


COURT ACTION 
AFTER TRI 
CIRCUIT ue OUR aS 
AMD SEFORE | OR AFTER wen WG 
DISTRICT TOTAL | ACTION| TOTAL AL| PRETRIAL | TOTAL | JURY | JURY TRIAL 
7... 8,313 3,213 505 281 304 2.8 
ILM... 4,454 1,415 209 102 107 1.9 
IL,C.... 6s 246 51 22 29 3.8 
L, eeee 691 161 +] 2 27 9 
18,M.... 1,005 506 93 bc] 3% 4.$ 
18,$.... 624 389 54 29 r J 5 
pBeoee 539 252 62 rij 5 | 3.9 
wees 262 aaa 61 18 43 6.4 
STH... 6,273 1,914; 1,027 59 518 6.6 
AA, E.... 7199 63 179 108 71 9.4 
. oe 626 12 109 bc] $4; 11.2 
1A,.... 492 n x7 24 13 4.8 
pSeee- 458 267 47 2s 2 4.0 
eeeere 619 664 92 as 48 ° 
Eo a6 cd 220 90 130 8.2 
Meese 1,630 147 199 M& 93 ° 
eeeeee 567 127 123 78 s 7.4 
eoveee 104 78 23 17 a 6.1 
eevee 172 47 52 22 3; 8610.2 
9TH... 13,041 2,738; 1,167 654 513 3.0 
Maceses 141 % 13 11 a 1.8 
seeeee 1,345 46 63 ”@ 23 2 
CA,M.... 055 110 111 61 50 § 
CA,E.... 712 148 62 * 2 2.5 
Coes 3,918 1,2 487 246 241 4.1 
CA,$.... 620 117 ba’) 22 6 2.2 
eeeevee 248 98) 26 23 2.8 
ececee 613 206 6 24 16 4.2 
eeeeee 237 314 31 16 15 3.3 
seevee 999 106 54 3 21 2.9 
eecces 904 125 110 61 4.8 
WA,E.... 392 81 R 18 3.0 
PL 1,474 116 87 4 2.3 
eeece 49 1 1 1.0 
WAI... n aa Pa al 
10TH... 4,999 2,827 657 267 4.9 
CB..-ee- 1,610 100 _ 3.9 
KS. cscs 618 114 % 4.7 
eeeeee 71 41 77 42 5.2 
KH... 675 14 70 29 4 6.0 
&,E.... $1 353 11 50 15 6.6 
X,H.... 2, 1, 1, 592 1, 122 32 4.4 
eoeese 1, 581 61 29 4.0 
eevee 119 53 20 10.5 
11TH... 21, 8, 13, 10, 523 1, 1,298 693 6.0 
ALM... 3, 71 2, 1,634 244 127 8 | 7.9 
ALM. eee 1, 1,06 7% 161 126 14.0 
AL,$.... 1,1 64 323 162 114 14.2 
FL, eoee 1, 549 47 30 1 4.§ 
FL,M... 4, 3,492 1 216 110 4.5 
FL,S$... 4, 2, 1,631 154 $1 3.3 
GA,M.... 3, i, 7 1,911 164 L-) 4.4 
GA,M.... 348 58 23 6.2 
,S.. 1, 7 am 14 92 27 7.6 
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TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO orerest “CIVIL Ey ae BY DISTRICT AMD WETHED OF DISPOSITION 
gst am barentATiee GavE 
INTERVALS SHON ARE FOR fi 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES.) 
OURING THE by Ts hee 1967 
TOTAL CASES wo COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 
DURING OA AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS Time TaTenvals TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
IW MONTHSS 1h Wane 10 16 WONTHEDe rT) 
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
Peén- PER- PER- PER- Pen- PeR- pen- PER- Pen- Pén- 
CIRCUIT wueen | CENT Cent | momen | CENT Cewt | mumen | CENT Cent | mumen | CENT Cent | wupen | CENT CENT 
OF | Lessime- jmone | OF | LESSime-|mome | OF | LESSine- |nome | OF | LESSiNE-|MORE| OF | LESS|ME- |reOnE 
DISTRICT CASES | THAN]OTAN) THAN | CASES | THAN} DIAM THAN | CASES | THAM/DIAN) THAN | CASES TWAN | CASES Twas] OF an Ta 
TOTAL... | 200,080) 2 & 2 |e7,297] 1 §& 2 |71,606| 2 7 2 | 90,907; 6 18 BB | 10,020) 7 20 46 
OC....55 |, 2,79) 2 6 29 | 1,868) 2 8 Oh an; 2 6 13| 6 10 % u7| 7 4 
181... 8,007| 2 10 41 | 2,900) 1 © 2% | 3,000) 2 © 9 | 1,408) 8 21 60 4% | 10 29 62 
ME. sees a2; 1 9 6 a4) 1 6 8 me} 27 a4| 10 37 80 “| 1 7 m 
Ass sees 3,007; 2 13 49 | a7] 2 7 MH | 2 6 $2 as| 9 23 87 192| 11 34 
— 9; 1 10 9 0| 1 2 7 us; 1 6 18 | 8 19 4 3; 13 % 98 
Rs eees 40; 2 68 i8 6} 1 4 9 “ws; 3 8 197; 6 1) 19 2; 9 13 
peseee 2,09; 2 #7 2 14] 1 46 @2 | 1081; 2 6 OB 2%61| 10 21 4 93) 8 19 53 
aw... | 16,916| 2 © 2 | 648] 2 © © | 3,662] 2 10 O | 3,608] 6 17 ou) 8 2 S82 
Besvees 2,000; 2 13 4% | 1,4%| 2 12 4% o| 2 10 & ail 9 22 6 142] 13 31 70 
Wil... 1003; 3 15 3 $27} 3 10 2 is; 3 i i] 14 (8 100] 13 32 $1 
wie... 3a21; 2 10 3 | 16%) 1 85 1B so| 2 7 | 1,419] 6 17 42 48] 3 2 9 
eee ail 2 6 32 | ose] 1 «5 22 | 1,821; 2 00 | Ll) § om 4 3; 8 2 0 
WY,M.... 1,027, 2 12 48 |} 1 30 5; 2 ll 42 42, 9 & 6 4621 4 20 84 
pesese 23, 3 WW 2 17, 2 00 2 1/3 lh @ | a ier $i| 10 15 
wD... 16,333 2 7 2% 4,244 1 $6 [UB 7,024 1 6 3,208 § 1 1,087 6 wM& wD 
DE.....: 9 1 9 2 0} 1 6 29; 1 10 2% aa} 12 23 «83 | 13 2 4 
We sees 4agi] 2 8 27 | 1,008] 1 § 6 | 1972] 1 7 8 ei 6 le 8 272; 3 Ww & 
PAM... 1281, 2 9 2 1s} 1 6 tt 4600} 1 § 14 ‘iw i 
PALM... 2619; 2 7 2% | 1,83) 1 #§ 19 3} 2 #8 ft 210 7? ® 190| 11 “ 
en 2; 3 16 m3} 3 13 18} 3 4 8 9 «8 pi em 


OF DISPOSITION 


wet TED 
PERCENT OF TWE CASES, ) 


ViME INTERVAL 


STRICT 
16m 
80 
1967 


BEFORE PRETRIAL 


FET EET TTT 


| 


RGSaRAEES FE 


3 8 |/SaRRANT'R ZS isaasaesana 3 SsSRIALSE 
5 S/RARAA"“A'S & /SSRARVNRZ A 2&2e85a258 
a z= wn ergec~eneie 3 *253S=238° @ "382° °¢98 
aie 
qeacegane 5 |GAEecaRRS § [ECERRSNST. 
- = 
FRZRRAGSS RiRsaeeesan SBRSaasRre 
SABLA“ ARR 2 |8eAlsRNsr2= = RR=R222E52 
S7REGSNAZ ¢ GRIGHEES F ATTISase 
tm @ ba] 
RSRAARKTRZ Bi AMAAERSAR 2 | RANaRAsAS 
KHSaeeSa-ra~ee SeRAeAaasaear ce Loe Rake ke ke hohe |} 


SaSeRESES 


TOTAL CASES 


- a = 7 . = 
tod se =« ~ sn = 
RAPWSARAS S|NRGRRAANE Bl zasaensss 
a = atrreenem a /eaceerecor « rerncounn 
g = 
g= 23583 S| et etetetetetetet G8 | HCE CErTOECECECE TE ot | ttm ete es 
i = Ss 
awe ege ae 
a ; 3 $/ S3325382R § 225822353 F/SRFseaas 
s + =. .-. > = . s+ a oo es. 
a 
2$5g2] 8) acaceanace a|eacacecan & | seeansecs 
ia ~leuscecsen= = SAZSA"AN@ © | e_Qeerecceee 
= #5 
g= |) ST oteerreremeeee ce | CEM Te vs | mem 
—-= 
= 


S83S48582 5/888825286 3 /25ngtgzz7 
sida idddd € Jddcicccd 2 Jicidiiée 
Gvuvissee “ i3igerses * ccosaazee 


214 


939 


IH0 


215 


Faen FIL 
' 


Time INvéav 


vs 0 es 


SSZ3ARSR GF 
SRARAARS 2 
s22°2°a° ~ 


SgessgEe | 


RURSIIIIR 
A°25R8R225 


ReesESTEZ| 


RIRR22925 8 
SRA5aQKga A 


ROressesee 


Bhi his bia 


seoraene ~ 


j/anaenea? § 


- ~ 


ISEANRSKR 


Breit re 


ar eenene oe 


Tim I 
i: nee 
10 
péa- 
cent 
we- | seone 
Twa 
5 4 


| SASSER 


eB CROrB 


VevAL CASES 


RIRRAAR= R 


ARRRRAVA= 


~eocesoreer 


| RRS 


aan 


216 


sdusdas 


sacccaad 


© TIME INTERVAL CEOPUTED GMLY (OGRE THERE ARE 10 GR WERE CASES 


44/ 


AD WEED OF 01 SPOS! TIEN 
oF Wm Casas.) 
Cova ACTION 


3/3) 8 ame Seca ' se'ass' ‘ sm! se sise 
RiS)2 °ss Aces sa'san' "ee gings 
= -izsiea -<-e grer er ieee: ttiwmetrrtisoen o& se 
iol 8/8/58 “Bt Asean - 39‘ gR2° ‘"R°""38 3 “= 
s\- é 
Q\2\4 SRS A2ER TR‘ ASR 2: SRNR 8 
re B)S}< “25 a282 ' s'292:' g ane'ss 2 
z= zs;isia -<—2ea ~eoear ~@2it ewe: sS'eseran = 


ai 


=e 


ij &)3 335 45g3 ° geese’ s~Ega-ss 3 
a\- 8 
Rj) S2 2228 & Ga'Ree' ananears aicaee 
-ie see seer Sei ern: s°ee="re ~ i eer 
Bed/8) i]t SSS SSE * ee" eee lea N 
a mn —_ Lol = z = « 
3/32 SRS R2Re ' RN‘ oat Sf anneas 2/iccs 
i zie sen ere e@:ianeei: s ' eaenace esi -2ea ®) 
z= *?(-- =—— ~~ Satins S:1 ON @Caeee «|i ame 
poi fe| a] tae an aa-gaer aaa eae 
- = ao Rg = =« 
&|2 262 SR28 B AR SEK anAaRRea 2/| ans 
z -|_=- =—=e Seec Rot) we: e2=eeaeann= «| we 
= $a 2828 * 28°cRe” ESSEEHER E/9S 


ve, 300 


Viee 


MaTune GF SUIT 


217 


RIK S BBRSTASANS 8 
SEMZ R RRAR=AaA=AA 2 


eger © corecugens @ 


as23 snosa 3° ‘8: ': 
S228 e2ecen w'' ‘a''' 


SSeS oferg se emeee 


fei 


Sr 


REAR ZF FSRINLAAAT 2 
BSAS2 R AGAAAAEAARR 2 


fee @& Ff CBSEae~e<cs © 


R265 Sa2acr ' $sR' 
S222 22294 B' ane’ 
a : aa2' 

> sees" 


ps 


bi S228 8 G28ag08N°S E 


8244 54828 
all ie 


SRR F RRRRRARARA Z 
®s5e2 <= geereregene ~ 


'—— &£ Sse anens 


eare eoaoeeg 


wena | mee 


bij * 8ga2 2 4925030823 § 


= s- “af «= 


GRE F SKARAARARR 4/ RAT AKERS BRS BRA’ 'S 
hed = = enn “s| es=<a=<= SaBaee —- Srqmi:ea 
% asn-'s 


Ee 3EES A GaRAgETEAG 


= -. 
= @= ee 


=a ae 


vied tev 
iw 


<-ge ogae 


ii 26592] anee a aazanccnga a|nues azans : gan! 
- bi EGR & EL2929GRAE £/E25E 29RGa BF *5*°' 


218 


342 


612 


TOTAL... 199; 146,901 | $3,192 | 24,606 | 19,782 8.1 


Oc...... | 44678] 2,967] 1,280 737 221 4.9 
1st... [13,960] $109] 2,289] 1,769] 2,953 20.4 
ec: | oat] ag] a | at] ad att 
“...... "713 ‘< "199 | ‘10a| "oO 2's 
al...... “7 ” 122 8 a 1.2 
m...... | 2,988] 1,176 rr) 199 120 6.1 
2D... | 26,280) 13,919] 6,002 | 3,281 | 3,008 11.7 
CT...... | 6,286] 2,009 e092 903 as 0S ssé8.8 
w.m.... | 2,971) iease 719 509 Sil s‘17.2 
WE... | 6,908) 3,168] 1,906 72 ro 7.8 
W,S.... | 2,001] 6,138 | 2,693 | 1,376 97% 8.8 
wY,.... | 2,888)  ictae rrr) 7 1304.8 
— 2 244 rr} 22 12 3.5 
om... | 18,722) 12,900| 4,098 | 1,466 918 4.9 
OE...... ves “ar 161 ” ”» 10.1 
W...... | $981) 9,686) 1,910 987 160 6.1 
PA,E.... | 6,200} 6,612] 1/366 296 138 2.2 
PA,M.... 1,433 1,038 BOO 73 BO 2.1 
PAM... | 2,960] 1,701 733 PT) 186 6.3 
Vi....-. | 2,43? ™ 13s 198 9.0 
4m... | 28,917] 10,479] 2,790] 1,669| 1,108 7.4 
@...... | 3,998] 2,177 oss we “0s 00.8 
m,é.... | 1,086 ‘an 173 n n 2. 
WC... | 1 lel 4 1. 
,".... 628 108 n W 2.4 
TBcccece 2,790 2,187 oo) 137 Ea 1.4 
VA,E.... | 2,922] 1.666 222 7 2 60. 
VAM... | 1,718) 1, 260 130 rt 4.0 
We... | 1.069 225 166 aan 
W,S$.... 1,449 1,087 nog as 22 1. 
s™... | 38,288) 21,099/ 9,397 | 4,209| 3,709 9.7 
LAE... | 9,986) 3,908 963 243 3.4 
‘a... | 2,482 718 327 247 9.8 
m.... | 3,963] 2,199] 1,009 269 3.0 
.0.... | 1,957 797 4047 214 6.4 
8,8.... 5,369 1,687 1,409 6n 1, 26.7 
TK,8.... | $269] 3,208] 1.376 431 3.0 
f.... | 5,004) 2.531 1°48 754 7.3 
oS... | 7,999] 3,999) 1,080] 1,113] 41, 12.6 
iM... | 279R] | 1,686 401 7. 
6™... | 26,929] 16,001] 6,247/ 2,407 


= 
SouESsFZe |F S8ESHSETE 
~ 
7 
So 


, eee 791 
TH,M.... 1, 612 


TABLE C 6. U.S. DISTRICT 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BV DISTRICT Am OF TIME PENDING 


AS OF AME 30, 1967 
LENGTH GF TINE PENDING 
CiaculT =| TeTAL | 3 VEARS AMD OVER 
amp 
7m... | 17,782] 20,722 | 3,990] 1,963] 1,466 8.3 
TL,M.... | 7,998) 4786] 1,98) 606) 67 9.0 
IL,C.... | 1,497 eo; 60s] ia? 112 . 
IL,S...- | 1,996) 2,082] 685) 116 81 . 
I6,M.... | 2,996) 2,990) 998) ait 1808.3 
1M,8.... | 2,791) 2,037] Taz) 292) 310 8 = 11. 
O1,E.... | 1,268 oa “o 6. 
MIM... 440 BM “ il 4 * 
OTH... | 16,217] 20,120] 3,570) 1,111] 416 2.7 
AM,E.... | 2,017] 1,460) 421) 101 5 1.7 
ARM... 772 oes | = 132 a7 5 . 
TA,M.... 790 sor; = 178 43 s 863.3 
1A,8.... | 1,97 94) 9430) 161 “ . 
eeeeee 2, 1,318 490 192 % . 
OB,E.... | 2,784) 1,919) $22) 222 91 3.3 
00 ,M.... | 2,873) 1,711) 67) 213 73 : 
WE....+- | 1,868) 1,090) 385 87 13 . 
eeeeee 442 299 118 42 24 $.4 
SD. ..60s 413 314 71 23 § ° 
9TH... | 98,3381] 23,617] 7,695] 3,690) 3,200 8.5 
MKsseees | 15209 2) 273) 175 ”» 8.9 
AZ....+. | 2,908) 1,617) 903) 241 47 0ts«S:«D 
CA,M.... | 6,314) 4,269] 1,107) 0/ 378 6.0 
A,E.... | 2,088) 1,691) 605) 310) 282 8.8 
A,C..+. | 10,486) 7,362) 1,087) O91) 316 . 
AyS.... | 2,067] 1,904/ S79) 395 1797.3 
ME...... | 2,982 96) 60; 618; 8 19.7 
ID. ...+- 468 243 Le] S38 6. 
eeeeee 1, 782 378 203 67 ° 
WVeseeee | dy 1,070| 47%6/) 187 171 9.0 
eeeeee 1, 1, 298 4 16 1.1 
eGeeee 1, 262 110 105 9.1 
WAM... | 2, 1,570; S17; 1%) 113 = 4.8 
Guan... $1 13 $s} sa? = (92.3 
id... 18 14 17 a0 5.8 
10T.. | 12, 7,575| 2,482] 1,566; 629 §.1 
CB......] 2 1,183) S37; 144 17 0s S.9 
MS...05. | 2, 1,967| 543) 246 193 6.6 
eeeeee 1, 1, 382 7 "% 4.3 
K,H....] I, 206 81 335.0 
rE... M46 23 10 11 2.8 
K,H....] 2, 1,600) 382) 121 42 2.0 
|) Ss 2, 926 442 672 170 oF 
WV ow neee moO 57 18 7 6 
11™.. | 17,7 12,332] 3,668) 1,256) 692 3.9 
AL ,M..e. | Oy 1,994) 257 81 26 1.3 
ALM... 715 93 26 12 1.4 
AL,S..0.] 22 778; 29a ” oe 3. 
FL,M....] 2, 69; 227 7% 3s 86. 
FL,M....| 3, 2,902; 813} 71; 29 6. 
FL,S....| 3, 2,443) 9633) 27 Y 
GAM...) 3, 2,295) 692) 230 o 8 62.5 


za 3b 


TAGLE C?. U.S. GESTRECT COURTS 
CIVIL An® CRIMEA TRIALS CHNPLETED, OY BESTRICT 


CIVIL TOCLABES TRIALS OF (USCRLLANUONS' CASES) 


u | ele{a|se-ae alasnne~ g|aennee 
Han zl|s[mses afte nem 
TT ata al aaa alomeam aloes 
gy] 84s 2gaza giesagns g lasgrea 
sleeps oe 
g | s|[alsenss glancaes /ssanse 
es A rye 
ae 
eee s= 
g | 2]]2/ saan gfanezae | anaes 
ee 


47 


TABLE C7. U.S. GISTRICT COURTS 


CIVIL AMD CRINEMAL TRIALS COWLETED, GV OISTRICT 
CAR A Bit VE aBEeT 
(GTGR CIVIL TOCLAOUS TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS’ CASES) 


§ | Rl *eeenenas 3) camagenge 5 RLSASARAN 
i iy gi seanvgeaa g)nacne-sg g| aananacss 
2 Z| Qamengens EF) saaaeg_rge g| assacanns 
§ | §)eaneganne Z| ERLsreags §| asgarsans 
E iy gl ennacee-s a) enzragegg ¢| 82gaguase 
i §/SSIZERS OS 2) FFSRERRHS 2 8333395338 
5 mittee gceecem Ltt ttt t ttre Mi Meret ieitiet 
s 
[li Meiettrrttiemnrente ~ temeteset@ie ™ | Geet i ot i Coot 
q a miett ti tiettr ian s (teu i Caw g Ae i anes i 
5 
a | S]asemaagea 2] 2°anavaae §) a25eREz=2 
ist db cidd idse € iddacias @ cddasiids 
Guuuuissss § Siseeceee  cceesseee 


gaanaas g/aaceeseans g 


§A2Kna°' g/ 22°asaRnsre § | "Ze65eg2°""sane- 


wm) ae 


GANTAS g/ saeRsAcnRg § | AyRaRgennesas-- 


Sassea2 2 SSRRLALZRE § | S*g2gsaacassz~- 


zeMRAgTERS §| AEgsQeseRsgEs~- 


VaGLE C7. U.S. GESTRICT Counts 
CIVIL AMD CRENEMAL TRIALS CHPLETED, BY BISTRICT 


Civin "Tacuaees TWAS OF SasenLisaee clses) 


| em commmarsen 


asrangs ¢ sgagggescagae- 


SRSEESES £ SESHHRESEe &£€ £60606 60066662 4 

'_ e+ © @ ee ee ee weeeees 

*oeeeeeeeeeeeees 
*e © @ @ & 


344 


TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CIVIL AMD CRINEMAL TRIALS COPLETED, BY DISTRICT 
CURING THE TWELVE NENT PERIOD ENDED UWE 30, 1967 
INCLUDES TRIALS SCELLANESUS CASES) 


(GVWER CIVIL uM 
CIRcuIT LAMD CONDERIAT I OF GTWER CIVIL , CRIMINAL 
nell 
JURY 

10TH... | 1,277 6 3 3 ov 510 m7 374 174 760 
CB. neee 297 4 2 2 199 128 Ss 163 69 Be 
KS. ccoee 231 - - - 4 118 66 47 17 % 

eevee 139 = © > 110 72 3% 79 31 a8 

pMeoes 146 bead 7 > 189 63 37 a6 ri 19 

eoee 91 o ° aa oS 21 MB BS aa 2 
eee 161 ° al baad 128 eS a3 3 15 is 

ee as al > asad 67 ss 29 21 1 2 

eeccce v4 2 1 1 43 ry Ss 9 1 a 

117.. | 2,578 3 i 2 1,594 914 680 978 270 788 
Ce Pee 308 1 > i 299 164 168 » 14 2 
ALM... img aa baat al 163 63 ss a 6 rs 
AL,$.... 133 * al bad 98 s 43 wB 6 29 
FL,M.... 143 ’ al ? 78 33 a2 33 31 $7 
FL,M.... 370 1 - i 231 132 9 1 36 110 
FL,S.... aos i 1 e cs) 233 106 463 128 348 
GA,f.... 323 - - - 222 % 126 163 a7 « 
GAM... 117 - - - 1 34 a as 11 1s 
GA,$.... 18s al nal - 1% bo) 7 $2 17 8 
MOTE: INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED SY DISTRICT APPELLATE ADGES GMLY. 
ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED GY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED. 
INCLUDES HEARINGS GN TERPGRARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AMD PRELIMINARY INAMICTIONS, HEARINGS GN 
CONTESTED METIGNS AMD GTWER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN I1ICH EVIDENCE IS INTREDUCED 


2I0 


mounll 


VOvAL ML CIVIL TRIALS..... 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 


eeeeeeeeece 
COC COHEHEEC HOC EEES 


abOei8 /*/sie' ss sine 2 Omrimer Sig tt me ritts t te 
senk 2 2 s a-''¥3 Qian s rreene 8 gz t- SQ tiers = an 
22k i | 2 3""°3 a b Fy 2 R288Ib8 $ Ss te SE (agua z bs | ~4 
- 
3 of /8/3/2/F°-"g a/°° B “"S3gg5 £ |" 1 88 ''gin a ee 
i 5 wf z 8 i] zrors 3) e" é “SGSB95 3 "= ta 82 ''g-8 s ‘9g 
ala 
a “aya S/R /eomrk wie g) comesge gis t= as impne © wn 
a, : /2/8/ ase see ¢) segecge gle ‘8 gR '°R°S & GR 
8 elala « - «a 
: ts 4 hel had Petem thee aw Preterm oie tt mm titi ' 
ry aesk 5 & Rg nents wl 2 Quinton gi" ta SS '-m': ee ia 
oPeGS/3/8/ Rees 2/2 Bg) seenase gl © gp <ngic © og 
“ii 3 af z z & geres 2/2 2 *'=g9g¢2 3 ~ 4s gr ‘5's ° ay 
q } ~§ 2 5/3 SR223 2;-8 2 -"a2Rage giz '° $8 °NRWS 8 2s 
= ala 
- “E/S/&/F/4888p gas E) xssesze 3/7 'S #3 “sgrg & ge 
sie « 
3 g]e/e]s/anseg e/a a) Seegega a) oop sapere az 
s ~i« — om e 
8/2/8/ 82°82 &/ SE a] segegeg s/a aS “3858 § §3 
by oo - e = ~<¢ aa 
PSB Me SMe: : ee aE : 
: oes e : ' - ° c 38 ‘o 
; Fifi Bs : asta 
F | 
z 
5 


BF / 


25%é ‘ome @SBrririnriin «= < —erititine egrare @=g2* Gress se 
se2k aqe s- teoere = ‘ 5 ‘oot 3¢ 2g-°°"@= bt he | ' 3°°e tt 3 
eed] “82 an-a"'s =| g/292'Sa ggraan gEae a3ss''s ' 
3| ag] “" CT'orma ‘| glamatas sgeaen ogee esan''3| § 
3 
z s 
a la) Be 8? |B) eeres egress ogee semen d 
“3% eue we tieitt 2 - 3 “sE2°R2 eg°qQee &s3" -“Zz38 te bod . 
‘5 g] 225 Foveevs °) 2) *82°S= SBRS98 BgRS ABE'S ir 
-_ = - 
as 25% =~ I wmerrrrcie ' * seeeee tsoernene tere stetrtrtice 3 
es 4 
2F a> tte Siriititien<@< t | Soot test weo@rine wm rt sretrtctie Z Ss 
~ 32 \ 
; > 
Ss: 205 S24n BZer'ere9 ~ g “ei ame ogre: ‘ -g°' wme@riias oi ®\ 
: 4 eog s- ’ ese0g oe S weir iret RO are szR° | @S@un@i ir i 
ai 3 c. 
: 2 
ee : Re jus 
= ~gj] S43 S°"3°87 §| gq) 88erg2 sgnenn eggn czas’ | 
7” 
2 & 
E a] Say S2-320q g[ a] *a07ae Opeens GEaN SEE] EE 
3 E = Z 
; gaa] 582 "2°92 5/8 1 
7 
: : sf 
s a2: 
S 5 3 a8 
i gi: i 
& co 
i - 8 
2 ae 
i fi 


227 


Table C-0 
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U.S, District Courts 
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(continued) 
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78 VY 5 8 - © 5 3% 31 4 - 
6,299 | 6,077 | 3,161 2,058 58 48; 114] 3,120] 2,890 205 2s 
Oo 220 291 67 8 & 8 a7 80 ‘ - 
248 238 103 133 2 5 5 74 ca) 24 - 
182 144 130 14 - 2 6 83 a a - 
210 200 143 ss 2 a 8 166 143 23 ° 
6e6 654 bat 9a 12 4 28 381 ye 22 3 
1,304 | 1,341 | 1,274 58 9 15 28; 1,904] 1,006 80 18 
712 253 9 13 24 258 237 20 1 
2,164 | 2,199 120 «2,035 4 i 4 62 54 6 2 
303 140 181 12 - 3 100 78 21 1 


-- 10TH 
ove GB 


+ LTH 


PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES TRIED BY A JUDGE. 
INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-OPENS AMD REMANDS. 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD JUNE 30, 1987 


PENDING ALY 1, 1986 COMMENCED 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND Con TRAMS- 
DISTRICT FUGITIVE 
TOTAL... | 26,326] 24,976 11,350] $8,742] 57,040] 42,064 14,365 631 | 503 | 1,199 
OC. reese 477 385 92 asi; 870) 6% 172 2 7} 4 
1ST... ] 1,063 Bes 197] 1,903] 1,843) 1,715 92 %] 10] 40 
WN ME... 60. 201 152 49 236 1s 0 1 s| 65 
& MA. seen 521 418 103 753) 717) 672 ‘ 1) 3s 
WH. eae 20 18 2 $1 ab 43 3 - 1} 4 
AI. ..... 70 56 14 93 ’ 3 - : 1 
PR... aes 249 220 29 770} 762) 7617 29 3} 5 
2m... | 4,550] 2,651 1,899] 4,007) 3,926] 3,419 469 3] 27) 5% 
CT. ssa. 334 215 119 43) «=390) 28 : : 13 
MY Mose 235 135 100 269) 2185 ¢; - 15 
MY,E....] 1,726 913 813| 1,215] 1,187] 1,069 116 2} | 13 
Seoee | 2,892] 1,213 778] 1,701] 1,692] 1,449 218 25 3; 6 
MY,He os 42 1] 33%) 27% 8 60 2 8} 7 
re 100 53 47 113} :112 7 #8612 3 1} - 
RD... | 1,958] 1,501 457| 2,976] 2,888] 2,503 379 ¢| 2% 
DE...... 43 39 4 170] 167/148 1} - 3 
MJ. . eee 817 eos 149 872} 835) 537-297 1] is} 19 
PA.E.... 465 373 92 822; 804) 790 11 3 ¢; 2 
FAM... 168 118 58 265/251) 22827 - 1} 13 
Pa.u.... 190 143 47 455) 439) 431 ? 1 1} 3 
VI. .0.0. 275 168 107 392} 392] = 80S 2 - -| - 


TABLE D-1 DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CIN@QENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1967 


TERMINATED PENDING UNE 30, 1967 
GRIGIMAL PROCEEDINGS 
TOTAL Crracult 
TERMI - MI SDE- ne- | TRaus- AND 

WATED TOTAL | FELONY | MEANOR | OTHERS! OPENS®] FERS TOTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE OcSTRICT 
57,667 | 56,014 | 39,033 15,514 1,467 469 [1,184 37,401 23,640 13, 761 ++ TOTAL 
ba 637 Baa 291 4 5 712 573 139 ooeee DC 

1,786 | 1,755; 1,587 115 53 & 23 1,178 910 268 ++ LST 
234 222 184 v7 1 5 7? 203 138 65 cece ME 
nm Tab 731 672 54 5 1 14 528 425 103 coeee eM 
& 4” a 44 2 > 1 ? 24 22 é cosee MH 
N 90 89 85 4 ° ad i 73 52 21 coceeeRI 
&e% oe? 002 18 47 1 i 350 273 7 cones PR 

3,680 | 3,610/ 3,145 403 62 23 47 4,877 2,732 2,145 ++ 200 
326 320 291 23 7 bead 6 341 290 1$1 ceeeeelT 
288 285 213 60 12 ° 3 231 124 107 ooo MVM 
1,089 | 1,070 974 be] 1 1l 4 1,652 991 961 ooo MVE 
1.490 | 1,463 | 1,287 144 32 5 2 2,202 1,176 926 coe ellV,S 

3° Jel 271 6° 7 6 7 : ooo MY, 
127 125 109 12 4 1 1 & 37 4% ree A i 

i.39% | 2.025 | 2,403 401 21 20 47 2,042 1,461 $81 »- SRD 
148 138 109 a6 3 ° 10 65 56 9 coeee DE 
979 940 os 300 5 ll 8 710 5% 166 cocceeld 
245 212 w» 3 1 8 179 101 78 ooo ePA,M 
427 ale 392 14 3 a 9 218 161 57 ooo PALM 
Bes 365 346 17 : - 1 301 178 123 coeeee VI 


DTA 


1 4 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT 


CT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGN ENDED AME 30, 1967 


PENDING AAY 1, 1986 


CIRCUIT TeTaL 
al) Cat I SDE- RE- | TRANS- 

DISTRICT TOvAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE | MENCED | TOTAL | FELGWVY | MEANOR | GTHER| OPENS! FERS 
4TH... 2,704 2,181 8,057 | 7,930 | 3,801 4,046 a a4 a3 
WD. ..... 691 $60 131 1,268 | 1,232 747 463 17 ll 22 
Wc.E.... 3s 271 64 1,288 | 1,279 344 912 23 3 6 
WC .M.... 1” 108 2 370 5 3 10 2 1 16 
WC ,M.... 158 123 5) 06 992 472 11a 2 9 7 
eocces 296 231 65 “58 eee 385 58 1 6 a 
WA.E.... 770 su a 3,234 | 3,209 724 0=—- 2, 448 aT 9 16 
Va,M.... 119 162 17 204 262 cd is 1 e 2 
W,M.... 115 103 12 2» 2h 232 4 ° i a 
w,s. eee 1és 199 17 331 321 309 12 baad 4 ® 
sm... 4,033 2, 684 1,949 7,031 | 6,879 | 6,314 490 7s 0 9a 
LA,€.... 325 205 120 717 695 640 4 10 14 8 
LA,M.... 5 a] 51 8 91 ar a2 3 2 - 4 
LA,M.... 14 135 10 263 2% 199 A) 21 - 7 
3.8.... 43 “2 1 143 140 139 1 ° 1 a 
oS..5. 164 141 23 a 295 269 24 2 i 2 
TH,M.... 570 428 142 1,216 | 1,185 | 1,100 63 22 10 21 
E.... 122 107 15 209 249 222 14 4 4 § 
TK,S.... 1,800 0s3 947 2,611 | 2,980 | 2,529 a4 7 23 8 
TK,M.... 805 522 283 1,433 | 1,401 | 1,134 260 7 7 3s 
6TH... 2,7% 2,342 2 4,406 | 4,281 | 3,677 547 x7 60 14 
«y,€. eee 151 141 10 261 271 291 16 a 5 5 
KY,M.... 264 219 Bd 653 639 379 24% 14 6 8 
oE.... 950 773 177 1,283 | 1,205 | 1,126 63 16 2 50 
MI ,M.... 121 104 17 219 213 182 31 1 5 
OHM... 301 261 0 548 $25 sor 12 e 5 19 
OM,S.... 245 212 BS) 431 415 370 43 2 - 16 
TM,E.... 165 160 3 266 252 219 2? 19 4 2 
THM... 152 130 22 4146 35 289 95 11 6 13 
TH,M.... 385 342 43 8 bet 4 12 - 5 17 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CEOOENCED AMD TERMINATED OURING THE TWELVE NONTW PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30, 1967 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI - WI SDE- RE- |TRANS- endl au 
WATED | TOTAL | FELGWY | MEANGL, OTHERS GPENSP| FERS TOTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE | OISTRICT 
8,151 | 7,996 | 3,666 4,171 199 % 109 2,690 1,753 937 -+ 4TH 
1,316 | 1,293 167 492 * 12 11 640 471 16% cocee MD 
1,330 | 1, 5 931 le 2 % 293 179 114 ooo MCE 
MM 332 19 8 1 ? 137 71 _ ooo eMC M 
500 491 350 1% 7 7? & 266 191 69 ooo CM 
533 $12 4 69 9 10 11 221 M41 ac eocese 
3,260 | 3,218 oS 2,483 80 9 3B 7) 373 371 eee VALE 
216 2 191 i) a ° 5 167 143 24 ooo VAM 
243 238 233 4 1 1 4 111 90 21 ooo VM 
ae) wo 372 9 21 2 % 4 117 % 23 ooo lV,S 
& 
wo 6,888 | 6,668 | 5,549 695 4ae e% 154 4,176 2,2% 1,942 ++ STH 
104 666 536 61 19 17 21 3m 185 153 ooo ckA,E 
105 101 % 5 2 1 3 4 3 13 ooo ok AM 
27 295 197 37 21 aad 2 191 138 13 ooo ck AM 
117 110 104 5 1 3 & 69 8 1 oo MSM 
292 x - = & 174 132 42 ooo oMS,S 
1,204 | 1,156 | 1,921 9 » 9 ” 382 325 257 coee TK 
228 19 § 8 3 \32 109 23 ooo e IRE 
2,594 | 2,526 | 2,053 2 175 22 % 1,817 660 1,157 ooeeIK,S 
° 1, 1,334 1, 141 165 6 » 848 $as 283 eeece ° 
4,843 | 4,633 | 3,876 661 % Ve) 14 2,377 1,849 528 «+ 6TH 
287 274 242 21 11 a § 145 127 DY ooo KV,E 
618 603 365 228 10 5 10 299 237 62 ooo KYM 
1,401 | 1,341 | 1,184 122 kJ 3 27 8x2 650 182 ooo MI,E 
248 230 183 47 ° V 17 92 60 32 ooo MI, 
40 480 448 3] 3 4 14 352 rs) 58 ooo  OM,N 
434 be 408 52 a - 20 192 147 a] ooo GH,S 
a a 300 a 9 3 a cd 1% 3 ooo IME 
404 371 254 110 17 8 32 198 103 ss eeee AL 
551 $33 502 24 7 6 12 222 155 67 eece A) 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFERDANTS CEPOCENCED AND TERMINATED OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


PENDING ALY 1, 1986 Cae@tE NC ED 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
CIaculT TOTAL 

Con WI SOG- RE- |TRANS- 

OISTRICT TOTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE ENCED | TOTAL | FELGWY | MEANGR | OTHERS GPENSD| FERS 
| 7... 1,801 1,342 aw 2,669 | 2,981] 2,113 54 1 22 66 
1,l.... 1,094 148 346 99 926 au ad 3 % a4 
1,C.... 105 le 292 73 223 Se 6 * 5 
,$.... &2 27 279 270 229 41 - 2 ? 
1m,8.... 167 lee 21 5) Bs 317 zo ° 3 14 
1 e@eeee 138 124 11 49 44 200 232 2 3 6 
ME ,€.... 13g 105 aq 426 211 197 la a i a 
ME ,M.... a ee) 11 116 114 113 - 1 ° 2 
om... 1,178 992 184 3,274 | 3,182] 2,567 566 47 co 54 
aA,E.... 73 62 il 290 234 241 21 22 2 4 
aA,M.... 7 30 2 i131 126 100 24 ° a 5 
1A,8.... 60 8 lee 163 190 11 a ° 5 
eS.e0- 53 42 11 141 170 126 4 ° ° ll 
WH. ...es 218 171 a) $19 $12 439 21 a 1 é 
oE.... 197 178 19 507 034 421 oe 7 & 5 
BM... 184 ss 870 850 a6 396 = 11 9 
WE... 167 137 30 206 196 182 11 5 ag a 
ecccees cd 17 191 138 128 5 5 7 é 
SD...... ” 2 297 79 274 11 a 7 i 
OTM... 9,382 6,095 3,287 22,539 [11.1.7] 7,933 3,401 205 79 343 
Me cceee 62 57 5 268 139 125 e 2 7? 
AZ..e0- 1,082 579 $03 1,114 | 1,058 875 175 a 11 4 
CA,M.... 1,282 1,044 208 1,331 | 1,275 819 43 3 10 be 
CA,E.... $11 417 oa 577 $61 401 169 11 > 4 
CA,C.... 1,579 $44 635 1,095 | 1,698] 1,634 50 14 1a 143 
CA,S.... 2,209 632 1,377 1,805 | i,780/ 1,311 mw 132 ° 23 
MI....6. 1,288 1,138 150 1,421 | 1,407 1,176 4 12 2 

ecccce 4 60 4 182 1a 149 a4 ? 2 ° 
WT. wees 101 78 23 279 270 247 1s 5 4 5 
WV... eee 310 247 63 642 626 570 32 4 a é 
@R...... 311 rea) 7s abe 437 604 2 4 & 21 
WA,E.... 163 128 3s 320 308 284 pT & § 7 
WA, MM. eee $92 278 114 1,198 1, 174 mS 78a 1 é 18 

Gum.... 53 52 1 73 72 67 5 ° 1 ° 

wi... 5 5 - 3 3} 1 2 -| -]| - 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED OURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED UNE 30, 1967 
TERMI RATED PENDING AUME 30, 1967 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI - WI SDE- R&- |TRaNs- aa 
WATED | TOTAL | FELGNY | MEANGR | OTHERS FERS TOTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE DISTRICT 
2,723; 2,618) 2,097 493 2 ro) v9 1,747 1,226 521 ooo TT 
1,036/ 1,002 8% 102 a 15 19 1,017 671 346 oooeKl,& 
274 %3 191 2 10 3 8 in” 120 19 eee eKl,C 
276 270 223 A] 2 3 3 112 7% % eoeeKl, 
328 305 278 23 & 3 20 193 144 cd re) 
Led 469 221 246 ‘ a 15 *s 16 22 ooo 58S 
210 203 187 3 3 - 7? 14a 107 B ooo MEE 
113 106 101 % i © 7 6 Rn 14 ooo MIM 
3,090; 2,970) 2,278 616 78 5 Ld 1,362 979 “3 -- STH 
279 269 219 2% a4 1 ‘ 4 id 19 ooo ARE 
S 130] 120 % 25 i 2 a 5) 1 2 | ... Ai 
Or 141; 18] 116 18 ‘ -| 3 87 23 6 | ....KAl 
im 127 124 3 © - 5 62 3B ra] e+e SAS 
386 067 431 n 3 i 1s 251 187 4 coccece 
485 3 00 Ss * 7? 15 219 181 n ooo MBE 
86% 734 a8 me G 11 il 283 163 120 ooo MBM 
216 207 185 16 . i a 191 115 & coves 
137 128 108 15 5 4 5 77 ae 33 cocee MD 
278 267 213 _ 16 4 7 115 a? 2 eoeses 
11,141] 10,818 | 6,612 3,776 430 so | 243 9,780 6,057 3,723 -+ 9TH 
237 215 34 122 9 1 21 102 49 xa coeee Ah 
1,167} 1,136 28 273 c ] i2 19 1,029 526 $03 cocee eh 
1, 1,353 876 4a6 31 a & 1,176 968 208 oo CAB 
678 469 190 19 » 17 393 255 138 coe CAE 
1,667] 1,625] 1,509 93 23 15 27 1,767 1,132 635 o++ CAC 
1,288] 1,272 646 1a4 248 a 14 2,726 1,399 1,377 «++ -CA,$ 
1,720; 1, 239 «11,437 17 9 iv 909 587 62 cocee ME 
16 R 16 - 7 51 ae 4 coveeeID 
241 208 24 9 é 7 126 97 2 cece MT 
412 374 310 sv T 12 % SAn 424 % eee 
504 tbe 619 4] & 6 14 269 194 7s coeee et 
3x07 294 ss 8 3 10 176 114 62 ooo MALE 
1,185] 1,163 Be i 820 & 5 17 0s a5 140 ooo MAM 
” bad 7 2 i - 2% 3 1 coos 
i 3 1 a - ° ° 5 5 e er | 


2p 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE NONTW PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


PENDING ALY 1, 1986 COMMENCED 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRQUIT TOTAL 

aed) wen- Con- MI SOE- RE- |TRANS- 
DISTRICT TOTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE WENCED | TOTAL | FELONY | MEANGR —- —__ | = 

10TH... 1,436 1,137 299 3,177 | 3,071 | 2,260 792 19 26 se 
CB...... 307 227 30 532 502 41 160 1 3 27 
KS..00- 2% 173 61 505 486 297 188 1 6 13 
ee 311 208 103 609 Fd 569 | 5 1 12 
,N.... 117 104 3 290 279 272 6 i i 10 
X,E.... a4 22 119 167 101 6 ° 10 2 
OK, M.... 233 216 17 694 683 ms 325 2 s 6 
UT...-6- 181 158 23 310 303 221 73 9 7 
eee 29 29 ° 118 115 103 12 ° - 3 

11TH... 4,932 3,002 1,930 8,742 | 8,472 | 5,468 2,935 49 104 166 
AL,M.... 123 103 20 506 489 328 154 7 6 11 
AL,M.... 6% 38 8 30a 298 151 146 i 6 4 
AL,S.... 128 102 26 232 217 202 15 ° 3 12 
FL,M.... 206 143 $3 372 40 294 & ° 3 $ 
FL,M.... 651 488 166 971 916 824 36 12 16 ” 
FL,S.... 3,065 1,553 1,512 2,727 | 2,614 | 2,543 63 8 +] 54 
GA,N.... 465 377 88 962 924 690 227 7 10 r. 
GA,M.... 131 106 25 2,205 | 2,202 164 2,033 5 1 2 
GA,S.... 97 7S a2 59 52 292 151 9 - 7 


377 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT CSURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CONNENCED AMD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE NONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


TERMINATED PENDING ANE 30, 1987 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI :- MI SDE- RE- | TRANS- ae AMD 

NATED TOTAL] FELONY | MEANGR | GTMER® |GPENSD| FERS TOTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE DISTRICT 

. 3.229 | 3,096) 2,164 883 $1 21 110 1,334 906 478 - - 10TH 
548 528 330 185 13 2 18 291 177 114 err 
530 $12 289 215 a 4 12 209 112 97 cocee KS 

581 559 516 x] 8 - 22 339 192 147 covcee 
285 262 244 ws - 1 22 122 39 3 ooo A,B 
on 117| 107 6 9 - ? 3 2% 22 4 | ....QKE 
725 705 377 320 a 5 15 202 172 x» ooo KF 
136 325 224 87 14 - 13 153 101 52 err | 
105 100 86 16 > al § 42 4) 1 ee 

8.598 | 8,306) 5,314 3,011 61 79 133 5,076 2,960 2,116 -- 11TH 
$13 497 332 156 9 7 9 116 cd 31 ee 
282 271 130 139 2 5 6 92 77 15 oo ALM 
248 240 217 23 al 2 6 112 79 33 +e -AL,S 
339 329 266 61 2 2 6 239 116 123 ooo PLM 
1,026 979 669 98 12 13 34 5% 364 232 ooo ePL 
2,511 | 2,440] 2,346 83 11 J ES) 3,281 1,769 1,512 ooo ePl,$ 
1,047] 1,008 741 258 9 ia 25 360 292 as coe GAM 
»250 | 2,243 199 2,040 4 1 6 a 60 2% 22+ GAM 
379 2146 153 12 - 3 174 118 56% oo -GA,$ 


© PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES TRIED BY A AIDGE. 
@ INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-GPENS AND REMANDS. 


TABLE D-2 CASES. 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (I ACLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE WOWTH PERIODS EWDED JUNE 30, 1983 THROUGH 1987 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


PER- 
CEMT 
WATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 pe 
1986 | 
1, | PRPPPTITTTTI TT TTPLTTirrreeerereeereeiririy 4,927 | 36,911 38 , 546 40,427 42,156 4.3 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMEMT. eee eeeee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 20,108 20 , 666 21,670 23,372 24,090 3.1 
INFORMATION--IMDICTWENT WAIVED. ............. 00+ 3,635 665 713 ,874 3,390 18.0 
INFORMATION--O ee eee eee eee 6,611 7,592 , 566 8,970 9,732 8.5 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT. ccc ccc cee ew newness $i wW RY.) 31 43 8.7 
REMOVED FROM STA ATE COURT oc ccc cece een eww eeennee 22 20 30 6 20 233.3 
REOPEWED/REIWSTATED. .. wwe ccc cccceccnnues seeeee 91 118 68 129 149 15.5 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE... 0.0 cceee eco eeees 178 154 151 61 bo - 18.5 
JUVEWILE DELIWQUEWCY PROCEEDINGS.........000005 101 148 103 104 85 ~ 18.3 
CONSENT BEFORE EEpPoEarenesessoeonsccocccooses 3,513 4,059 §,012 4,718 4,411 - 6.5 
RETRIAL OM MISTRIAL... ccc cccccunes seeeeeee 79 90 78 4 56 + 12.5 
RETRIAL~-REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT. .......50055 138 169 117 78 114 6.2 
GEWERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE | | WPT TITITTITrirereeeeereerriry 15¢ 154 160 141 Lae 3.5 
MURDER 1ST sree eeeee Be 58 75 67 70 4.5 
MURDER 2ND DEGR eevee eee eeeee eeeeeeeee * 31 41 38 25 45 60.0 
MANSLAUGHTER...... eevee eee eeeeee *eeeee eee 39 55 47 49 31 - %.7 
ROBBERY, .! PPT TTTTTITTrrrie eeeee eee 1,352 1,333 1,2% 1,257 1,291 2.7 
BAMK..... esenree eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 1,242 1,251 1,163 1,182 1,215 2.4 
i “ss WPT TIT TTIIIIT ITIP TTrerriiiriy 59 49 Ky) 47 gry - 27.7 
(ss APPT TITIT TTT rere eeee eee eee eee $1 33 3B 28 42 50.0 
GEA c cc ccccccccccceecoccece eee eee eee eee eeee 551 526 552 602 705 17.1 


TABLE D-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIODS ENDED AME 30, 1963 THROUGH 1987 


MATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1963 1984 1965 1966 1987 1967 


BURGLARY--BREAKING AMD ENTERING, TOTAL......... 


PPT TTTTTTTTTTeTerrreserereyrrrererereyrerrrreer 
eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eee eeee 


POSTAL 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS. ...........00cccceeeee. 


LARCENY AMD THEFT, Mhccccccceeceeeocoecocoes 
Ras ssssereesss 


POSTAL eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
ad lg BEE” 2tcososssosccovacneoee 


TRANSPORTATION, ETC., "OF STOLEN PROPERTY... 


EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL.. 


PPT TTTITITITITT TTT TTTrree 
OTHER. . ccc cceene 


FRAUD, TOTAL...... 


IWCOME T 
LENDING INSTITUT 
POs 


— PPPPPPTTPPTYYPTTTTITITITITITTTTrrrereee 


VETERANS 
SECURITIES AMD EXCHANGE....... 
SOCIAL SECUR eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenee 
FALSE PERSOWATI eRe eee eee ee 
WATIOMALITY ss SPPPPPYYTTTITITTTT rere, 
PASSPORT eee eee eee eee eens 


FRAUD... 
FALSE CLAIMS AMD STATEWENTS................ 


AUTO THEFT..... 


_ 
- 


¥ SSeSeFexSS8/8 58 


ee 
-_- 


95|2 ses 


si 


— 
os 
$ $$sSee- 


~~ Sn PFweer 


R s-Sesssese 


TABLE D-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOOS EWDED JUNE 30, 1983 THROUGH 1967 


PER- 

CENT 

CHANGE 

WATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AMD OFFENSE 1963 1984 1985 1986 1967 pan 
1986 ' 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL... ...sceeeees 2,324 1,968 2,118 2,368 2,135 - 9.8 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES......... 187 165 156 103 120 16.5 
POSTAL DT ocooocccccccecececeocecceeoeeee 122 112 117 165 104 ~ 37.0 
OTHER see 1,399 1,223 1,446 1,7% 1,425 a 17.9 
COUNTERFEITING. ....ccccccccccccccceecceceees 616 48 399 Jee 4hb 33.5 
SEX OFFENSES, Pete cccccccccccccccceccccccceces 141 163 266 266 559 25.5 
SExXuAl Gc ccccccccccccccecccecccccceccces 91 117 126 99 125 26.3 
PP PPTTTTTTrrrrrrrrrr rrr rer 50 46 138 187 244 25.1 
DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT, rorau?.. 5,094 5,606 6,690 7,693 8,669 12.4 
MARIHUANA... ccc ccc eee eee e ween eeeeeeeeeunes 2,027 2,105 2,218 2,440 2,947 20.8 
WARCOTICS.....cccccccees ee eee eee eee eee eee eee 2,175 2,742 3,569 4,679 5,063 8.6 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES. eee eee eee eee 892 759 903 774 839 8.4 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL.......... 9,932 10,657 11,666 11,155 11,789 5.7 
TTT rTrrrrerrerrerrrrrrrrrre 141 156 194 158 187 18.4 
DRUNK DRIVING AND SPP 6,294 7,226 8,103 7,359 7,916 7.6 
ESCAPE 3 on. cc cccccccecnes eeeeeeeeee 905 804 781 753 821 9.0 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, “AMD THREATS. ..5 555: 482 446 4% 411 400 - 3.7 
GAMBLING AND L ley lar pe lili 31 41 ri} 61 41 - 32.8 
srr rr rrr rrr 62 77 63 60 57 ad 5.0 
PF PPTTTrrTrrrrr;rirrirrrrreee 129 133 142 158 157 a 0.6 
WEAPOWS AMD FIREARMS.......00ccccceeeeeeenes 1,730 1,666 1,671 1,919 1,919 = 
i cs PP PKPFPPTTTTTPTTTIITITTT TTT TTT Tree 118 108 192 276 291 5.4 


£S2 


TABLE D-2 CASES. 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES | AANSFERS) 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS EWDED JUNE 30, 1983 THROUGH 1987 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


PER- 

CENT 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 pie 
1986 ' 

IMMIGRATION DAB ec ccccccccccccccccccccccccccces 1,903 2,148 1,779 2,010 1,632 al 18.8 
LIQUOR, INTERWAL REVENUE... ccc cece ewww eww eneee 16 19 11 ll 7 > 
FEDERAL STATUTES, Fee ab cccccccccccccccccccccees 1,803 1,655 2,127 2,089 1,956 - 6.4 
Cee eee eee eee eee 263 259 413 324 224 = 30.9 

ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS.. eeeeeee eee eeee ** 73 77 60 45 73 62.2 
F000 eeeeeeeeee ee ee 65 56 41 77 60 ~ 22.1 
MIGRATORY BIRD BBB ccccccccccccccce *eeee eee 112 67 54 38 43 13.2 
MOTOR CARRIER PPPPYTTITITITTTereerereereeee 7% 75 84 77 50 ¥ 3.1 
WATIOWAL DEFENSE LAB ce cccccccccccccccccccces 84 114 80 117 77 aa 4.2 
CIVIL RIGHTS 4 eeeeeeeeeeeee eee eee ee een eeee 79 103 103 860 105 31.3 
CONT eee eee eee 42 69 55 ae oy $0.0 
CUSTOMS  BRPTTTITITITITITTTrrerrirererrirrrye 4 63 80 80 75 7 6.3 
POSTAL * PRAPPPTTTITITITTLTTiTrrerreererrrryry 238 214 239 243 215 sad 11.5 
SAPP rrrrrrrrrrrrerrrrerererrrrrriri i 687 758 918 962 965 0.3 


> w NF 


PERCI NT CHANGE IS COMPUTED OW 10 OR MORE CASES. 
THE COMPREHENSIVE DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AWD CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAW 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE MAY 1, 1971. 
INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AW ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 
THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443. 
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TABLE D-2 DEFEWDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMIWAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS EWDED JUNE 30, 19863 THROUGH 19867 


WATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AWD OFFENSE 1983 1964 19865 19686 1987 1987 


| PPT TTT TTTTTTTTTrerrererererereererrrrrrrrrrrre 47,552 49,765 53,060 55,686 57,543 3.0 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 


INDICTMENT. eeeeee CORR eee e ee 31,742 33,7861 36,121 37,757 38 , 322 1.5 
INFORMAT I ON—— INDICTMENT WAIVED. «cece ccceceeenns 4,300 2,974 3,011 3,120 3,701 18.6 
TMFORMATION—-OTHER. ....cccccccccccccceceeceeees 7,056 7,90 8,990 9,439 10,272 8.8 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE TMeoceceeoceeeesesese 66 60 $1 41 60 “4.3 
REMOVED FROM STA TE MT ccoccccccccceccecoecess 31 21 30 6 21 250.0 
pw cg Te 122 139 $1 140 206 47.1 

FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE... ccc ccccccceeveees 182 156 152 87 bo? - 20.7 
UVERILE DEL IMQUENCY PROCEEDINGS... 6. cc cccevees 119 172 132 108 90 - 16.7 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE... ccc ccc ccnccccccnees 3,605 4,222 5,248 4,961 4,565 anal 8.4 
RETRIAL OM MISTRIAL... ccc ccccccccccccccececceee 120 123 92 87 74 ~ 15.0 
RETRIAL~-REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT..........55. 207 231 152 120 163 35.8 

GEWERAL OFFENSES 

HOMICIDE PT TTTTTTrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrirrr 190 207 188 170 176 3.5 


MURDER 1ST DEGREE... cece cc cccewwccceecees 112 91 93 69 Ba = 7.9 
MURDER QMD DEGREE... ccc cccccccccccccccecees 38 58 “8 mM 60 100.0 
TTT TTTTTrTerrrr rire 40 58 47 $1 Ve - 33.3 


ROBBERY, Wee ce cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccces 1,758 1,715 1,561 1,545 1,547 0.1 
—- PPPPPTTTTTITITITITITIT ETT TTriirirrrr Tre 1,604 1,597 1,458 1,440 1,432 of 0.6 
POSTAL "WPT TITILILIETITITTTTTrrerrerereererririre 74 68 48 68 54 ~ 20.6 
ss MPPPPPPYTTITITITITITITIT TTT TTT Tree 80 50 55 37 + 64.9 
ASSAULT... ccc eeeeees Cee eererererereeeceseesens 629 592 612 657 77 18.3 
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TABLE D-2 DEFEMDANTS. 
CRIMIWAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) OURING THE TWELVE WOWTH PERIODS EWDED JUNE 30, 1963 THROUGH 1967 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


BURGLARY--BREAKING AMD ENTERING, TOTAL......... 


POSTAL 
rarenstavi SHIPMENTS... ccc ccccceeeeeeewwwens 


LARCENY AMD THEFT, | “WPYTTTITITT TTT 


 — “TT TTrrrrrererrerrrryrrrrrrrrirrrrrrTy 
POSTAL  WPPTT Try OO TTTTITTITTTTerrersereeereryereree 
INTERSTATE SHI SHIPMENTS... ccc cc ccecccewewweees 

PROPERTY. . eeeeeeerereeeeeeeeeeeeee 


OTHER U.S. 
TRANSPORT ATION. ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY... 


Meocccccccccccee eereee eee ee eee 
EMBEZZLEMENT , WEEE cccccccccccccccccccccccccces 


—— “PPPPTTTTTITITTTrrrrrresrrrrrryrrrrrerrTT 


SEPP TTTTTT TTT TTT rr 
FRAUD, PPPTTTTTITITITITTrrrrrrrrrrrrrr 


INCOME T SPT’ rTrrierers«svrrsrresrerrersrry 
LENDING INSTITUT 


SumnTiOn Eee CA, eee 
SOCIAL Dn 266000000000 00C0CCCO CC CCC® 
FALSE PERSOMATION —— SPYTTTTTTTITITITTIT TT TTT 
WATIOWALITY — s PPPTTTITITITITTTTTTrTrTTe 
PASSPORT eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 


FALSE CLAIMS AMD GHENEEETUDosessosesosocess 


AUTO . . PPPPYYTTITITITITITITITITITTITTT TTT Te 
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TABLE D-2 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS EMDED JUNE 30, 1963 THROUGH 1967 


PER- 
CENT 

CHANGE 

WATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1987 

1986 ' 

FORGERY AMD COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL............6. | 3,220 2,669 2,901 3,095 2,099 | - 6.3 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES......... 276 238 272 144 163 13.2 
POSTAL i i.2niedeeneeenaesasennenaaan 208 183 197 242 147 - 39.3 
OTHER LAAN. LGR 1,729 1,539 1,654 2,129 1,786 baad 16.1 
LLL LLL ALA LLL ALLE 997 709 578 $80 803 38.4 
SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL. eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 169 +66 315 308 391 26.9 
SEXUAL PM Mcccooocoscesceeeeeece eeeee eeeeee 108 139 155 105 137 30.5 
6 .0000000000000000000000006000000600200 61 49 160 203 254 25.1 
DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AMD CONTROL ACT, TOTAL’.. | 10,656 11,854 13,719 15,762 17,120 8.6 
CC 4,151 4,554 4,196 4,496 4,927 9.5 
ALLE 4,728 5,628 7,635 9,726 10,376 6.7 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES... ccc ccccccccceeecees 1,777 1,472 1,888 1,538 1,817 18.1 
MISCELLANEOUS GEWERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL.......... | 10,933 11,969 13,042 12,445 12,768 2.6 
Di ...oe0ngacenenensecce ss eeeeepeeeeeeeaee 256 211 295 2% 280 18.6 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC. eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 6,317 7,319 8,292 7,567 8,034 6.2 
Dt -06000se0ene060n0¢ eeeeeeeeeeeee 991 655 833 804 879 9.3 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AMD THREATS........ 843 1,015 1,021 847 657 | - 22.4 
GAMBLING AND L LOT Pe so26000000000606000006% 119 174 121 244 131 = 46.3 
Dh) 260060000000006000000006006000606 106 121 90 92 83 aad 9.8 
PERJURY... ..ccccccces e*eenee e*eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 144 158 168 191 188 baad 1.6 
WEAPOWS AMD FIREARMS........cccccccccccccees 2,028 1,995 1,999 2,170 2,180 0.5 
Dh +6680 0 66868860860 6C8 seeneee eeeeeeeeeeee 129 121 222 294 BRI 14.3 


TABLE D-2 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 THROUGH 1967 


PER- 

CENT 

CHANGE 

WATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1987 
1986 ' 

= 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IMMIGRATION LAWS.........e00c005 ee eee 3,171 2,663 2,855 2,297 | - 19.6 
LIQUOR, INTERWAL REVENUE.........0..cccececceee 28 28 17 6 12 | - 28.0 

S FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL. eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeee see 2,543 2,714 2,992 3,015 2,863 = §.1 
= AGRICUL TURAL ACTS. eeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeenee 417 383 577 378 %3 bad 4.0 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenee 161 216 lll 105 167 59.0 

FOOD AND ORUG ACT............ re 100 90 79 118 99 | - 16.1 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS. eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eeeeneee 119 81 76 55 75 3.4 

MOTOR CARRIER ACT.............s..sc0eeccccee 89 87 101 80 54 | - 32.5 
WATIOWAL DEFENSE LAWS................000000. 112 203 129 237 151 | - 36.3 

CIVIL RIGHTS 4 eeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaee 185 184 163 162 167 3. 1 
En 53 90 be 54 80 48.1 
CUSTOMS LAWS. eseeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeae 100 126 140 149 125 bad 16. 1 

POSTAL TP eareceeveneeseesseceeesnvesseeess 257 221 248 253 228 » 9.9 
22600000000000006000000000000060000086 950 1,033 1,304 1,424 1,354 aad 4.9 


PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED OW 10 OR MORE CASES. 

THE COMPREHENSIVE DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAW 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE MAY 1, 1971. 
IWCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 

THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443. 
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TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMIWAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT 


TOTAL... 
Lt a 
1ST... 


ST eccccs 
WY,W.... 
WY,E.... 
WY,S.... 
WY,M.... 


GEWERAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY 
AND 
EMBEZ- AUTO COUNT ER- 
TOTAL ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
1,291 705 119 3,451 2,256 7,188 253 2,135 
611 - 7 7 2 93 38 115 ? 81 
1,165 2 26 7 1 79 82 268 3 61 
160 ° “ ° - 5 6 20 ° 6 
419 ° 16 4 - % 131 1 15 
32 - 1 - ° ° - 10 2 ° 
61 od - - ° 2 2 19 ° i 
493 2 5 3 1 29 38 88 - 39 
2,641 3 63 20 1 213 209 631 16 IW 
185 ° 9 - ° 9 29 55 1 7 
194 - 10 « ° 27 a 4a ° 4 
765 - 10 5 1 71 bad 123 3 EY 
1,149 3 20 9 ° 76 92 298 11 38 
260 ° 11 ° ° 24 16 92 1 18 
88 ° 3 « ° 6 ‘ 19 ° 3 
2,062 15 88 r+] 5 271 151 516 13 125 
118 - 1 ° ° 16 5 29 4 9 
630 1 14 1 ° 111 64 220 7 25 
494 - 14 2 ° 2¢ 20 124 1 26 
189 2 9 2 ° 18 13 55 - 10 
310 - 14 4 ° 34 42 61 i 38 
321 12 % 20 45 66 7 27 - 17 


TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CRIMIWAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUME 30, 1987 


€92 


GENERAL OF FENSES——CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPCA (DRUG) LAWS 
WEAPONS 
CONTROL - AND AGRI - CIRCUIT 
WAR- LED SUB- FIRE- CUL TURAL POSTAL AR 

coTICcs STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER ACTS LAHS*® OTHER DISTRICT 
5,083 839 1,919 7,916 1,498 224 215 1,518 «++ TOTAL 
146 25 16 1 28 5 3 14 coeee DC 

200 22 48 21 59 4 . 41 » + 1ST 
65 5 3 18 2 1 - - 1 cone ME 
50 17 28 3 4 43 1 3 1é coeee MA 
5 i 6 - 3 1 al 3 eeee 1H 
26 ° 4 - 1 1 - 1 1 cove eR 
54 - 7 - 8 13 1 - 20 sooo PR 

885 23 78 6 rs ] 97 a 52 150 -+ 2D 
41 of 17 > 3 3 sal 8 eoeee CT 
je 3 4 3 2 11 7 « 10 - WYN 
327 7 25 1 ‘ 20 1 15 60 oo MY,E 
446 6 13 1 17 52 7 28 x ooo MY,S 
26 4 7 1 2 9 e 5 k-} oo MYM 
11 3 12 - 1 é - - 7 ceveeeNT 

328 64 71 17 21 110 Q 12 101 -» SRD 
Kt) 2 2 2 1 3 1 sd 4 4 eeces -DE 
56 9 6 9 5 17 3 - 3 53 cove eld 
146 40 27 bal 3 29 7 4 1 28 ee -PA,E 
25 6 8 - 7 13 - 2 - 9 «+ PA,M 
51 7 22 ° 2 10 - ° 8 5 «+ «PAW 
20 sa 6 6 3 3a 13 al a a eeeee VI 


TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRAWSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND 
AND EMBEZ~— AUTO COUNT 
DISTRICT TOTAL | HOMICIDE | ROBGERY ASSAULT BURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
4TH... 6,537 11 134 137 12 629 166 660 22 271 
MD...... 7 50 o - 90 40 110 . a 
WC,E.... 1,150 . 7 28 5 74 20 1 20 
WC,M.... 239 © 25 + 19 13 7 1 47 
WC,H.... 399 1 20 10 6 15 70 1 42 
eeeees 316 bel 7 1 ” 21 x] bo 5 8 
VA,E... 2,942 1 15 85 1 Boe 18 154 5 $8 
VA,W... 148 3 3 ° 5 9 23 - 7 
ae) WM. ee 179 bad 1 2 bal 10 6 50 g a 
2 W,S 206 - e 1 - 10 10 42 a 7 
5TH.. 4,726 2 52 51 5 309 283 825 33 256 
LA,E.... 478 é 4 5 - 54 33 117 * 50 
LA,M. eee 08 ” 1 bad > e 27 1 11 
LA,W. eee 177 ad » 1 1 31 20 48 2 12 
MS,M. eee 95 baad 1 ¥ ¥ 5 ry} 2 5 
MS,S.... 217 ” bd 8 aa il 31 47 3 q 
TX,M. eee 738 ad 4e 7 1 ae 16 229 10 61 
T™X,E.... 184 - 5 ° i 10 17 48 a 7 
TX,S.... 1,757 a 10 23 4 ao 54 164 ry 47 
T™X, eeee 1,012 - 10 7 2 103 41 102 3 5st 
6TH... 2,879 e 85 40 12 347 238 741 33 225 
KY,€. eee 165 bal 5 & oid 8 14 32 > 16 
KY, eee oo) > 8 15 3 129 aa 58 3 21 
MI,E.... 713 2 11 15 1 83 BS 241 a 53 
MI,H. ee 142 1 2 1 ’ 10 22 43 an 10 
OH,N. ee 376 bad 34 3 . 22 41 91 2 25 
OH,S.... 309 12 2 - 33 ar 99 10 20 
TW,E. eee 195 1 5 ad 3 13 te 32 4 15 
TH,M.... 303 1 + - 1 40 19 79 . 28 
THM... 213 1 4 . 3 12 ot a 77 


S 
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E 0-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TABL 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AUNE 30, 1987 


GENERAL OF FENSES--CONT INUED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) LAWS 
WEAPONS 

COWTROL- AML IMI - AGRI- CIRCUIT 

MARI- WAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL POSTAL AND 

HUANA cuTics STANCES TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAMS ACTS LANS* OTHER DISTRICT 

$12 582 111 217 2,449 70 280 7 to) 18 205 -- 4TH 
63 173 4 2% 261 7 23 i 4 e 19 veces MD 
65 4 5 10 709 & 23 - 16 - 5 «+> MC, E 
bo 22 $ 12 al 5 10 ad 1 3 4 eee WC, 
55 37 5 12 42 9 if - 1 i aa . OCH 
é 14 6 21 4 5 14 1 10 . 28 soon 
272 156 ‘7 8s 1,431 22 178 5 4 4 4a --VA,E 
8 22 e 32 4 4 ” ¥ aad 11 ee VA," 
19 51 5 6 - 7 8 - - - 8 + MV 
24 63 10 10 - t 6 ad - ° 9 soe MV,S 

806 454 150 127 150 134 538 42 19 195 -+ STH 
10 82 8 27 - - 1¢ 29 9 2 26 -+ LA,E 
1 3 bd 5 bo 1 3 1 P 2 1 eee -LA,M 
8 6 8 6 4 1 12 2 2 2 11 ooo LAM 
4 8 2 11 e a 4 - e ° 3 + MS, 
ae ta 13 15 ° 4 29 i i 4 15 -- -4S,$ 
8 93 3 58 2 25 23 14 2 5 wx» coe eo TKM 
14 a 10 10 4 16 é 3 1 b 4 26 ee TK,E 
609 139 24 133 10 74 18 45 3 a 48 ooo eIK,$ 
138 101 51 60 111 27 23 143 : 1 32 ooo TK, 

138 333 43 217 89 31 122 i7 ‘4 15 143 ++ 6TH 
ih) 17 3 16 4 3 8 1 > 4 ad 18 eee oKY,E 
48 3% 7 24 15 5 37 2 2 - 2? ooo KYM 
32 103 14 58 2 8 16 10 1 a 21 ooo MI,E 
12 18 6 . 3 7 2 8 ooo MI, 
7 43 2 45 ° ° 25 2 - 6 27 +++ OHM 
10 37 7 13 4 1 9 aa y ag 2 13 eee -0H,S$ 
5 39 3 14 8 3 5 ° 1 1 17 ooo THE 
3 10 4 27 62 5 8 - e 2 8 ooo THM 
7 31 5 14 2 ‘ 11 - - - 4 ooo THM 


3H 
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CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES T 


ABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
RANSFERS) OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDFD JUNE 30, 1987 


GEWERAL OFFENSES 

\ ORGERY 

CIRCUIT am 

AND EMBEZ- AUTO COUNT 
DISTRICT TOTAL | HOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSALALT BURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
7TH... 1,876 9 bad 14 7 193 133 473 24 106 
IL,M.... 605 1 19 1 1 a 60 180 2 5 
Bh eGo ces Lm » 3 na 1 le 24 60 2 ll 
IL,S.. 190 5 3 2 a 38 11 42 4 10 
Im, seer 237 1 & 2 ad 10 13 7s 15 19 
ImW,S.... 388 bad 7 4 baal 28 13 54 2 4 
WI,E.... 124 2 12 5 - 13 7 :) 1 7? 
WI,W.... % - * - - 2 5 24 2 5 
8TH... 2,433 ie ee 80 10 155 123 oa de 14) 
AR,E.... 219 - af ° - 8 ll 6! 5 29 
AR, eee 87 1 3 > > 3 2 4 1 17 
IA,W... 108 bad 5 1 aad 4 8 31 2 sa 
IA,S.... 65 ad 3 bad > 12 10 13 i & 
ee 4 1 19 8 1 17 ww 81 a 16 
“, eeee 3 bad 6 é 6 21 22 90 5 21 
MO,H.... 743 - 12 . 1 32 24 a ‘ 32 
Tie ccecce 137 4 1 7 bf 8 4 54 & 9 
MD. .eee 106 3 ‘ 14 1 17 3 22 ° a 
SD...... 231 11 2 47 1 33 9 16 : 9 
9TH... 8,598 Le 504 167 23 642 a8 1,249 15 41 
[| 238 4 7 10 ° ae 18 53 i 3 
AZo weees 771 2 27 ‘J 5 27 50 143 3 4 
CA,M.... 956 1 ” ‘ 3 130 206 158 eS se 
CA,E.... 625 ° 53 8 - 49 32 4 ° 5 DT 
CA,C.... 1,075 7 185 il 2 103 57 272 1 63 
CA,S.... 1,365 1 ” 3% a a ae 141 a 42 
|) eee 1,297 2 2 10 2 a 8 $1 o 9 
ID...... 162 Sd 3 3 - 9 10 29 i 4 
MT... eee 194 8 i 18 2 31 15 41 1 10 
eeeeee 4 1 e 12 al 30 12 105 5 oc) 
OR...... 332 2 58 4 - 22 18 ” i 14 
pbeses 313 4 2 2 » 22 1 64 bad 22 
WA,H.... 1,034 i 28 3 4 58 16 82 ° 28 
cee 69 3 4 cy 1 9 9 17 e 3 
WMI..... 3 bad » i > aa bone ” bed ” 


DY 


TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMIMAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 19867 


GENERAL GF FENSES—COWT INUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPCA (DRUG) LANS 
WEAPONS 
CONTROL - AMD 1m - AGRI- CIRCUIT 
MARI- WAR- LED suB- FIRE- GRATIO® | CLL TURAL POSTAL 

MUANA coTICcs STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER CAMS ACTS LAMSe OTHER DISTRICT 

6 203 2% $1 251 37 80 « >] 12 93 ooo 7TH 
. 71 5 13 5 rs] 2 | e 09 oooe Kl Mt 
14 x» € 17 27 1 10 al } 2 10 eeee IL,C 
18 20 3 14 6 * sal ad | ¥ 5 ooo eI, S$ 
10 25 3 17 ll 3 io baad > | ° 11 ere | | 
25 4 5 a 18% 12 9 - : ‘ 13 ooo It,S 
ned 19 1 4 aa 2 8 ” ? 2 2 ooo MI,E 
5 3» 1 3 al 8 2 baad al 3 er) | 

74 31 7 161 378 e 107 29 7 a bd -» 8TH 
) 12 31 9 12 | 5 4 - i ° TY ooo ARE 
o> 7 6 nd 4 12 7 & 9 tad ad 6 ooo ARM 
N 2 25 9 10 > 2 5 » sd . bd 6 ooo LAM 
5 14 € ‘ ° i 5 3 ° 1 3 ooeelA,$ 
6 83 12 31 2 17 12 5 ad 1 8 cece MM 
t C4 14 5 4 13 14 3 » 5 12 eee A 3 
9 93 14 » 352 14 12 5 a ° 20 ooo MBM 
5 1¢ 9 3 ad 2 4 3 nd i 7 eevee WE 
3 6 2 7 ad 6 10 1 1 al 9 coeee MD 
19 8 7 13 2 7 n baal - - 7 coves SD 

671 043 18¢ 279 1,847 199 222 oot 72 Boy 2862 ++ 9TH 
12 10 | 4 47 2 4 1 28 1 10 soeee eA 
193 41 7 52 . 33 E- ) 51 6 3 19 coveeehlZ 
27 62 19 21 91 20 23 14 bd 12 27 eee CAM 
f 14 3» 17 11 3 7 87 a 1 23 ooeeCA,E 
32 119 cy 63 - 22 43 a2 i 1 43 ooeeCA,€ 
212 114 47 31 2 os 21 382 2 : a +oeeC,$ 
28 % 1 5 1,039 - ll 4 1 i 11 ree | 
1 7 4 7 a 5 4 % 5 e 53 coveeelD 
cy 15 e 12 ” 1 11 3 4 > 11 + ooo MT 
13 31 4 13 9 8 1§ a 3 5 12 cooeeell¥ 
2 47 33 24 bad 13 13 20 3 1 & coeee Gt 
e 64 17 14 > 7 12 61 i 3 & eee £ 
31 73 3 15 ode i7 8 10 5 8 14 +oe MAM 
3 ” + 1 i al 12 > bad aad 2 +.» GUAM 
baad ad ? al 1 - al ? bad bid 1 coe MMI 


TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 19867 


GEWERAL OFFENSES 


FORGERY 
CIRCUIT 


aml, 
DISTRICT 


COUNTER- 
FEITING 


10TH.. 
CO... ues 
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4 


_ 


eee ee ee ee 


sxe = 


11TH... 
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eMeeee 


3 
~ 


SSSrei8 
SSvare\ F ssse 


_ 


#tc 
= | z 
Newent e 1 oe 8 Owe 2 E 
Is 
o8eaSis = 


re re ee | 
etRE8reed| & ~eSENEB 
SESES—R=S 


~ 
ow 


3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TABLE D- 
CRIMIWAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


GENERAL OF FENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPCA (DRUG) LANS 
WEAPONS 

CONTROL - AND 1MMI- AGRI CIRCUIT 

MARI - WAR- LED SuB- FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL POSTAL AMO 

HUANA coTics STAWCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAMS ACTS LAMSe OTHER DISTRICT 

113 220 61 155 394 55 78 91 22 14 | - 10TH 
6 cd 3 34 55 8 8 | 8 6 ‘ 16 coves OD 
5 M 11 20 126 20 8 i 6 1 il TrTTT | 
49 32 12 39 4 8 15 72 3 & 10 TrTTT. 
6 17 10 + ] ad a 23 - a 1 5 eee a 
4 1 9 2 4 2 4 1 bo » | seer ,€ 
23 55 11 27 190 ll 9 1 2 i 21 +o ORM 
13 30 3 13 19 2 é 4 2 1 14 ne 
11 13 2 11 > nal 2 a 3 al 3 eeeee WY 

395 748 Se 271 2,3% 137 161 » 47 aa 117 » 11TH 
11 21 13 31 53 6 il bal sf 8 . eee eA ft 
21 19 1 12 108 9 e = - - 7 ooo ALM 
5 24 3 16 - 1 9 i - - sees Al 8 
15 50 3 8 1 Ae 5 4 gq 1 7 eee A 
56 140 . 32 7 12 29 2 i 8 18 coe FL Mt 
233 349 9 121 - 38 43 33 * | 4a ooo ePl,S 
20 83 19 22 125 24 57 - . 3 21 oo + eGA,t 
19 7 | 14 1,910 | 13 baal ib 2 14 eeee A.) 
15 5 3 15 1 2 8 - 3 i ‘ +++ eGA,$ 


OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING MON-MAILABLE MATERIAL 


AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 
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CRIMINAL DEFEWDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AUWE 30, 1987 


TABLE D-3 DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CIRCUIT 
ANO 
DISTRICT 


CTecccce 
WY,M.... 
WY,E.... 


GEWERAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY 
AND 
EMBEZ- AUTO COUNT ER- 
TOTAL | WOMICIDE | ROBBERY | ASSAULT | BURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEWENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
57,543 176 1,547 77 154 4,189 2,515 9,461 374 2,899 
877 - 10 7 5 114 ood 127 2 95 
1,853 2 32 7 2 125 be) 389 4 7 
231 : 5 ° - 7 o 23 ° ® 
718 ° 17 4 - 78 “4 203 1 16 
47 - 1 - : . ° 14 3 ° 
92 - - - . ‘ 3 28 . i 
765 2 4 3 2 38 42 121 . 54 
3,953 3 85 23 4 259 229 616 20 145 
330 - ll ° : 9 32 65 i il 
269 © 10 4 - 28 24 61 - ‘ 
1,202 11 7 4 a8 55 172 5 42 
1,695 3 29 10 - 100 7 392 13 60 
344 - 19 ° - 28 17 104 i 23 
113 - 5 2 - 6 4 22 - 5 
2,914 15 112 29 55 313 160 675 19 178 
167 - 1 ° . 16 5 » 7 16 
853 i 17 1 - 128 65 281 9 30 
810 - 15 2 : 33 25 190 i 31 
252 “ il ? 20 13 60 ° 25 
440 - 19 4 - 44 5 79 2 58 
392 12 20 55 72 7 29 ° 18 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


GEWERAL OF FENSES-—CONT I1MUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) LANS 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT 


s eo wen = ~ 


$1 
22 
5 
3 
4 
60 


wo wriinwt 
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TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
EXCLUDE 


CIRCUIT 
ANO 
DISTRICT 


4TH... 
MD. cece 


’ eeere 
eMeeee 
uC.M.... 
VA.E.... 
MV.u.... 
WV,S.... 


LA,E.... 
LA,M.... 
LA,M.... 


TX,m. eee 
Tx,€. eee 
™,$. eee 


™, seer 


6TH... 
KY,€.... 


CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED ( S TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AWE 30, 1987 
GEWERAL OFFENSES 

FORGERY 
AND 

EMBEZ~ auto COUNT ER- 

TOTAL | HOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSAULT | GURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
7,974 12 163 153 13 680 191 a4 20 363 
1,243 d 65 6 ° 98 42 4 47 
1,262 5 ‘ 2 5 7 2 74 i 2 
we ° 28 5 ° 19 1s 79 2 os 
601 i 26 10 ‘ 42 15 101 i 57 
50 ° 7 i ° 28 n 117 9 73 
3,218 i 18 ” i a7 20 1% 5 oo 
262 3 3 ° ° 11 9 41 = 7 
a7 ° i 2 ° ie 9 é1 5 7 
325 - 7 i i 12 13 60 3 s 
6,999 7 63 54 5 379 313 1,117 73 2 
709 . 9 5 ° 57 M 146 4 se 
87 - 1 - ° 9 4 30 1 19 
2% ° 4 1 i 42 24 74 3 3 
141 . i - ° 8 5 99 3 ‘ 
2% - i 6 - 17 31 54 3 12 
1,195 ° 20 7 i 57 61 an 24 92 
20 ° 6 = i 10 17 3a 3 ‘ 
2,603 i il 2 - 70 72 232 28 7s 
1,408 ° 10 7 2 109 43 126 . 70 
4,341 8 105 “ 17 424 290 1, 006 od 328 
276 - 8 . i 20 21 se 10 32 
645 . 11 16 4 15 33 73 5 29 
1,233 3 12 18 i 105 63 340 4 9 
214 i 3 i ° 13 22 “4 ° 18 
530 e » 3 i 27 43 117 5 5 
415 ~ 14 2 = 41 41 118 11 31 
256 1 * 3 21 32 42 4 17 
401 i 7 ° 1 47 21 109 5 A 
371 7 5 : ‘6 15 14 115 2 53 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFEMDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIQD ENDED AWE 30, 1967 


Le 


GEMERAL OF FENSES-~CONT I MUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPCA (DRUG) LANs 
COMTROL - AND i) tg AGAI~ CiRQUIT 
MARI- WARS LED sus- FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL POSTAL 
MUAMA | COTICS | STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAMS Acts LAMSe OTHER DISTRICT 

o8 363 $1 28 261 7 31 i 4 * ae coven 
101 7% 6 13 714 & 24 baad 16 > 69 eee -WC,E 
- 89 7 13 5 17 - 1 3 5 ee 
100 33 15 42 14 29 og a i 43 soe CM 
14 22 ll 25 4 9 19 1 28 4 ” occa 
304 232 “9 120 1,436 22 5 10 4 “8 vee VASE 
17 54 29 39 2 7 ‘ - 18 ° 19 vee VAM 
23 72 6 2 baad 6 9 ad » ead 9 eee A | 
48 115 15 10 ° 11 > - - - 14 eee VS 

1,281 657 400 374 127 158 171 851 24 22 311 ++ 5TH 
74 143 14 32 - - 22 53 3 2 50 - LAE 
2 - 5 - i 5 2 - 2 1 + LAM 
10 9 9 6 4 1 14 3 12 2 aa oo eA 
9 23 2 13 ¥ 3 5 ” » ad 4 eee A | 
33 2% 30 16 - + 31 i 1 . 22 ooo oMB,S 
28 164 1% 62 2 ab 32 16 « t w coe e TKO 
33 TY 14 10 4 17 6 q 1 bd M seer € 
683 253 cy) 164 10 75 ae 531 4 3 oe ++ TK,S 
209 222 92 be 111 29 O 2% 1 1 40 ooee TK 

303 874 93 241 89 3B 162 20 7 it) 2345 .+ 6TH 
29 24 14 17 = 3 15 1 - ° 29 ooo MY,E 
be 103 22 28 15 5 “0 5 5 ° 50 ooo KYM 
112 320 25 66 2 8 32 10 1 ‘ 00 ooo Ml, E 
21 58 é 10 2 3 2 - 2 12 | 
31 % 2 $1 bad > 27 2 - 6 65 eee A 
12 92 8 13 4 1 12 - > é 17 eee 7} 
6 oh 9 14 6 7 5 sa 1 2 21 eeee my 3 
9 30 2 28 62 5 17 - - 2 11 ooo THM 
17 90 9 14 2 6 11 - bed ° 10 eee ai | 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD EMDED AWE 30, 1967 


GEMERAL OFFENSES 

+ORGERY 

CIRCUIT 
EMBEZ~ auto conmTEn- 
DISTRICT TOTAL | NOMICIDE| ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY |LARCEMY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
7TH... 2,603 7 78 15 3 299 147 616 a) 195 
OF Pee 95 3 23 2 2 123 72 15 a oo 
IL,C... 267 bead 3 bd 1 17 ri] 72 4 13 
IL,S... 272 7 5 2 - 45 ll So i 1s 
1W,M.... 340 3 t 2 ad 14 13 ” 20 42 
1m,$... 44) - 14 4 - 31 4 60 2 il 
pease 212 4 20 5 af 27 7 50 3 @ 
oM.. ‘ i114 saad 7 > bad 2 5 28 2 5 
8TH... 3,220 ae as 92 13 217 125 573 40 161 

= 

AR,E.... 286 ad 17 > aa % ll oo 4 » 
ARH... 126 5 4 - ° 4 2 13 i 2s 
IA, eeee 163 al 5 1 ad 6 8 wm 5 ~ 
1A,$8. 130 me 5 ° = 22 il 1s i « 
Mc cae $13 2 a 6 é 21 31 108 é 2% 
WO,E.... $02 ° 10 é 7 33 22 42 7 24 
WOH... 061 - 17 i i ” 24 110 © 43 
eee 198 - ‘ 8 ° | 6 63 il 5 J 
MD. ess 145 3 3 18 ‘ 24 3 30 ° 3 
SD..... 2% 14 2 54 i 55 ‘ 17 - 10 
9TH... 11,1% se See 189 28 $11 $31 1,685 22 44g 
Ma cccee 270 - 7 10 ° a6 19 5a 1 4 
AZ. uss 1,069 2 uM 41 7? 4 52 161 1 16 
CA,M.... 1,285 1 os 7 4 196 224 209 i 68 
CA,E.... 561 ° 62 8 - 09 33 61 ° 41 
CA,C... 1,712 6 207 14 2 153 67 432 i 69 
CA,S... 1,780 2 42 M 5 $1 uM 199 2 a 
) eee 1,419 2 2 10 2 105 s 05 . 10 
ID. ..00 182 a 3 3 - 10 10 ” i 4 
Lee 274 8 1 20 3 sO 15 oe 2 12 
| Ae om i “ 22 - 47 24 167 5 7 
OR..... 44) 2 60 a » 18 57 i 16 
WA,E.... 313 & 2 2 4 22 1 os 22 
WA, eee 1,180 1 ww 3 & 68 17 114 bea 0 
GUAM... 73 3 4 + 1 e 9 18 aa a 
WAI... 7? ° 1 - - - - - - 
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TABLE D-3 DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CRIMIMAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE 


TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


GENERAL OF FENSES--CONT IMUED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) LAMS 
WEAPOUS 
© Ae: lal - Agal- CIRquIT 
WARI~- WAR- LED sue- FIRE- GRATION | CAA TURAL POSTAL aM 
HUAMA CoTICs STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAMS acts LAMSe OTWER OISTRICT 
142 058 a 90 252 a 110 4 ‘ 12 130 +++ 7TH 
12 192 8 26 13 5 $1 2 i e 73 ooeeTh ft 
19 $0 12 TY 277 i il - - 2 12 ove eTh C 
5 n 3 7 14 7 9 ” nad ” e eeee , 
a $2 z 20 il 3 16 aa 4 > 15 ooo It, 
33 23 9 10 187 12 9 ° 4 2 19 ** 18,8 
- 61 4 * ° ? 12 . é 2 2 oo fl, 
7 41 t 3 ad 8 2 al aad ad g . a) | 
115 632 129 177 379 70 149 n 8 u 161 +» 8TH 
17 0 ia 13 1 5 5 . i ° 0 eee ARE 
8 9 4 4 12 2 10 1s al aad 12 ooo ARM 
1 $1 ty 13 - 2 8 od - - il coe eTAtt 
15 2 4 4 4 1 $ 3 > i & ree | | $ 
14 145 n 41 3 19 21 ‘ . i 14 rr | 
7 138 2 os 9 13 22 4 > 5 20 ces 
14 143 2 31 32 15 15 7 2 ° 22 oes MOM 
6 47 , 3 ” 2 12 4 4 1 a soenne 
7 9 a a > 7 10 1 a a 1s ooccomal 
26 22 8 13 2 7 a a 3 a 13 eeeeee 
1,000 1,304 te 309 1,065 211 370 904 91 » as ++ 9TH 
12 21 3 4 4e a “ 1 3 i il coccc cll 
Post 109 24 7 a 7 $1 if) 7 4 27 coves 
8 172 53 29 91 20 uw 18 3 13 42 ooo CA 
20 a 5 18 11 3 12 92 @ 1 2 eve eG, 
2 2% 12 71 - 23 os 121 1 i a oeeeEA,€ 
n»7 217 % % 4 to) 63 8 a 2 54 +++ eCA,$ 
32 rv 1 s | 1,040 - re 20 1 1 il o00ceee 
1 12 5 7 8 5 6 9 a ad % eeeeee 
5 a 11 13 = 1 12 5 4 D4 17 eeeeee 
51 a 22 15 9 6 24 2 3 5 22 cece l¥ 
t “1 67 ae - 17 15 20 ‘4 1 4 eoccece 
& cB) 17 14 hd 7 12 61 o } & «+e AM, E 
41 izi 10 16 650 18 9 13 ‘ 4 15 oo AM 
3 bad bad 1 ; baal 14 ad ad ad : quan 


S 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


GEWERAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND 
AND EMBEZ~- AUTO COUNTER- 
DISTRICT TOTAL | HOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
—_—_— 

10TH.. 3,097 25 75 te 1 231 123 580 38 169 
CO. ws... 505 - 27 16 - % % 110 1 23 
eeeeneee 492 1 6 14 a 45 le 93 5 26 
ee eeeee 597 20 10 27 ad ww 28 62 3 14 
OK,W.... 280 1 a 2 . 25 7 78 5 19 
OK, E. eee 117 ¥ sd Y bd 4 13 42 10 7 
eMeee 688 » 16 3 bd bo 14 95 12 $1 
eevee 303 a 13 6 4 14 9 64 7 23 
eevee 115 1 3 8 1 6 1 16 1 6 
11TH. 8,576 7 170 88 10 377 265 1,033 5 407 
AL,M.. 495 2 12 5 5 26 a4 56 9 60 
AL »M. ee 304 ad 4 5 ¥ 31 8 x} 6 19 
AL, eeee 220 a 8 4 bad 9 6 66 . Bry 
FL,M... 363 - 12 3 - 27 19 68 1 13 
FL,M. eee 932 1 4 10 7 74 32 160 8 62 
FL,S.... 2,673 1 40 ri) 4 67 114 609 3 126 
GA,W.. 934 1 29 29 ‘ 70 37 145 14 53 
GA,M... 2,203 ? 11 11 1 48 19 54 4 20 
GA,S.... 452 - 12 1 - 25 6 40 2 20 
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CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


TABLE D-3 DEFEWDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


GEWERAL OF FENSES--CONTINUED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) LAWS 
WEAPONS 
CONTROL - AWNO IMMI- AGRI - CIRCUIT 
MARI - WAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION [CULTURAL POSTAL ANO 
HUANA coTiIcs STANCES TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS* OTHER DISTRICT 
176 482 124 172 394 61 85 138 39 16 92 . 10TH 

8 80 5 % 55 8 14 11 15 4 . 2 sees CO 

5 66 le 23 126 a4 8 1 6 1 12 eee KS 
90 67 23 41 4 8 15 114 4 ‘| it a 
16 61 19 12 - 4 23 - - 1 5 -» OK,M 
° 3 22 2 = 2 * 2 - - 1 +++ OK, 
2e 105 27 3» 190 13 13 1 2 1 23 +++ ORM 
18 79 3 17 19 ? 6 5 3 3 16 coves UT 
13 21 9 11 - e 2 4 9 - 3 coven lV 

910 1,683 149 307 2,424 142 215 62 53 2 8 8€=§— 203 » 11TH 

29 % 27 34 139 ‘ 12 - - 10 | |e kg 
28 25 1 14 109 9 & > nad baa 10 eee ~AL,4 
12 53 & 16 - 1 4q 2 - - - »+AL,S 
3 100 4 8 1 45 5 4 4 1 14 ooo FLW 
133 274 7 % 7 12 29 d 3 8 28 sooo Fl M 
591 856 42 140 bo 42 64 58 7 1 EL) eee -FL,S 
24 189 59 29 24 63 - - 3 » +++ GAM 
19 13 1 14 1,911 1 19 - » é 17 +++ eGA,M 
x» 138 4 16 1 2 8 . 3 1 6 +++ +GA,$ 


OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 
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TABLE D-4 DEFEWDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AMD OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AMD SENTENCED 
ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
TOTAL BY WOLO BY 
WATURE OF OFFENSE DEFEN- DIS- PLEA OF Con- 
DANTS TOTAL MISSEC2 COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY | TEMDERE COURT JURY 
|. | FRPPTTTTTTITELITirrrrrrr ye 54,166 10,226 8,784 446 996 43,942 37,816 624 1,371 4,131 
GENERAL OFFENSES... ..cccccccces 
HOMICIDE... ecccccccccccvecs 156 41 1 12 115 73 1 3 38 
MURDER-FIRST DEGREE....... el 18 14 4 4 43 20 + 2 21 
MURDER-SECOND DEGREE....... 40 12 5 1 6 26 14 4 > 14 
MANSLAUGHTER. .....00eceeees 55 11 9 - 2 4 39 1 1 3 
ROBBERY... cc cccccccccccccces 1,372 147 124 1 22 1,225 1,067 a 11 1465 
| “ PPPPTTTITITITITT TTT 1,280 126 107 al 19 1,154 1,008 a 11 133 
POSTAL... ccccccccccccsecees 49 7 5 > 2 42 33 a ad 9 
OTHER... cc ccc cccccccccccces 43 14 12 t 1 29 2 aa o 3 
ASSAULT... cc ccc cccccecccevees 718 183 133 8 42 535 393 10 ce % 
BURGLARY... cc cccccnccccccvees 133 28 28 bu - 105 97 eal a 8 
BANK. nc ccc cc cccceceeeeveces 16 6 e al a 10 8 al al 2 
POSTAL... cccccccsscccveces ae 1 1 al a 43 39 al al & 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS....... 5 a 2 bal ad 3 3 bal al > 
OTHE Cee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 68 19 19 aad ad CY 47 al ” 2 


S 
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TABLE 0-4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUWE 30, 1987 


WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 
ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
TOTAL BY wOLO BY 
WATURE OF OFFENSE OEFEN- OISs- PLEA 0 Ccon- 
$s TOTAL MISSED= COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY | TEMDERE COURT JURY 
LARCEWY AMD THEFT.......es00- 4,030 801 713 & 42 3,229 2,938 27 73 191 
i -tinenegenancesesceeess 250 20 15 > 5 230 206 > 3 21 
er 653 aa 87 sal 1 765 738 1 > a6 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS....... 31 44 4 1 8 317 256 1 a 58 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY........ 1,584 339 313 15 11 1,245 1,166 g 38 32 
TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN PROP. 330 $4 54 - 10 206 223 2 2 39 
OTHE eeeeeeeveeeeeeeeeeeneeee 652 246 209 » 7 406 349 14 28 18 
EMBEZZLEMENT... .. cc cccccccces 2,263 264 244 6 14 1,999 1,911 17 8 63 
rrr rrrrrrerrrrrrry 1,001 109 101 1 7 692 061 q 2 22 
POST eeeeveceeeeeeeeeeeeeeene 380 69 45 ” 4 331 312 2 1 16 
rn 6e6690600066069080080 882 106 98 5 3 776 7138 8 5 r+) 
_ M“PPPTITTTrrrrrrrrrrrry ye 8,854 1,309 1,083 Me 210 7,545 6,605 45 7% 819 
IMCOME TAK... cccccscccceces 1,497 170 132 4 4 1,327 1,116 9 19 183 
LENDING INSTITUTION........ 991 128 104 i 23 863 793 6 5 59 
POS eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 2,182 361 291 2 68 1,821 1,530 7 19 265 
VETERANS AMD ALLOTMENTS.... % 16 13 1 2 60 73 2 a 3 
SECURITIES AMD EXCHANGE.... 39 18 18 - - 21 20 - 1 - 
SOCIAL SECURITY........006. 194 33 33 - - 161 154 i - 6 
FALSE PERSOMATION.......... &% 9 9 aad baa 4? 43 > 1 3 
et be LAWS... cccccces 145 14 13 - 1 131 122 t 1 7 
PASSPORT F eeeeeeeseeeee 1% 15 15 > bed 121 115 2 1 3 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS.. 1,544 abe 243 5 % ° 1,120 12 11 117 
eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 1,974 261 212 3 & 1,713 1,919 § 14 173 
a 405 59 52 1 ‘ 346 322 - 1 23 
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TABLE D-4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AMD OFFENSE DURING {Hc TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 
ACQUITTED COWVICTED 
TOTAL BY WOLO BY 
WATURE OF OFFENSE DEFEN- DIS- PLEA OF Con- 

DANTS TOTAL MISSEDs COURT | JURY TOTAL GILTY| TEMDERE COURT | JURY 
FORGERY AMD COUNTERFEITING... 2,529 33 327 3 23 2,176 2,027 5 i8 126 
TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 143 22 18 - a 121 97 - 1 23 
POSTAL FORGERY... cceccces 160 20 19 aad 1 140 129 ? 1 1U 
OTHER FORGERY..........00. 1,649 243 230 2 11 1,406 1,339 3 8 56 
COUNTERFEITING......c0ee00. 577 68 0 1 7 2 8 37 
ND SEX GFFEWSES.......ceeecveees 334 62 47 3 12 272 229 a 7 4 
S SEXUAL ABUSE... cc cccccccees 104 27 17 1 9 7 nad 11 
OTHER... cc ccecccccccevesees 230 4 30 2 3 195 163 2 7 23 
DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT 15,130 2,431 2,047 ay 335 12,699 10,601 54 203 1,641 

MARIMUANA......00cccreceees 4, 404 942 816 24 102 3,462 2,941 27 72 
DRUGS... cc cccccsccccccceces 8,976 1,210 982 22 206 7,766 6, a2 113 1,249 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES...... 1,750 279 249 3 27 1,471 1,278 5 170 
MISCELLANEOUS GEWERAL OFFENSE 12,633 3,502 3,047 288 167 9,131 7,449 7 795 491 
BRIBERY... cc eccccccccscess 237 4a] a 2 § 190 1 3 33 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC.. 7,910 2,516 2,245 24s 25 5,394 4,327 308 ob} 7 
ESCAPE. Seeeeseeeeeeseesesece 739 175 163 > 12 564 516 4 % B 
EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 693 150 $2 3 55 418 - 8 117 
GAMBLING AMD LOTTERY....... 223 16 12 - 4 207 193 ad ? 10 
KIDMAPPING.....cccccceeeees 73 23 18 a 3 50 33 a 2 13 
PERJURY... cccccccccvsseses 176 54 x 1 17 122 2 4 27 
WEAPONS AMD FIREARMS....... 2,197 355 301 3 Bad 1,842 1,582 & E 216 
OTHER... cc ccccceccevesecees 385 166 140 2% bad 219 11 4 4 


TABLE D-4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFEWOANTS DISPOSED OF BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 


— ED 
WATURE OF OFFENSE Con- | 


SPECIAL OFFEWSES.........00000. 
IMMIGRATION LAWS......-e000- 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE..... 
FEDERAL STATUTES........0005. 


AGRICULTURAL ACTS.......... 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS....... 
FOGD AMD DRUG ACT.......... 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS........ 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT.......... 
WATIOWAL DEFENSE LANS...... 
CIVIL RIGHTS... cccccccccces 
CONT @eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
CUSTOMS LAWS. wc ccsccccccces 
POSTAL  SPPYTTITTTT Tree 


S 
$ 
S 


os 


at 
Swiiterrrie~ > 
@reriitiixnetxefae 


Ortimwmirntrtititeae 
Swe Seni Sei 
Rwuecwreeneow 
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INCLUDED IN THIS COLUMN WERE COMMITTED PURSUANT TO 
TITLE 28 U.S.C. 2902, OF WARCOTIC ADDICT REHABILITATION ACT OF 1966. 
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TABLE D-S DEFEMDANTS. ¥. 6. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


TYPE SENTENCE 
REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT) ENCES 
TO IMPRISONMENT 
i 13 be 60 
TOTAL TOTAL THRU | THRU | THRU | MONTHS!) AVERAGE SPLIT v.C.A. 
MATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS | IMPRIS-| TOTAL 12 4 ge AMD | SENTENCE SEN- | IMDETER- or 
SENTENCED | OWMENT | REGULAR | MONTHS | MONTHS | MONTHS | OVER | IN MONTHS2| TENCES | MINATES| Y.0.5 
TOTAL. cece eceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 43,942 23,344 17,956; 2,661 3,880 3,942 7,103 66.2 4,524 1,257 7 
GEMERAL OFFENSES... ...ccccccecs 
8 WOMICIDE. . cc ccccccccecccceees 115 bed 78 3 7 13 55 . 5 12 = 
MURDER-FIRST DEGREE....... 43 32 31 4 2 2 27 247. » i a 
MURDER-SECOMD DEGREE....... 28 23 16 1 é ed 13 139.0 1 e - 
MANSL AUGHT eee eee eee eeeee a4 40 31 a 3 ll 15 oo a 5 ” 
ROBBERY . occ cccccccccccccccees 1,225 1,168 984 4 24 6? 649 157.8 50 172 2 
BOs cccccceccececcceeceece 1,194 1,100 ay3 4 21 ei 807 187.3 5 160 2 
POSTAL. ccc ccccececccneeees 42 41 33 sd ad 2 31 207.3 1 7 > 
eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 2 27 1a ” 3g 4 ll 89.1 & 4 a 
ASSAULT. oc ccc ccc ceeeeeeeees 535 316 250 65 53 8 os 55.4 $2 14 bead 
BURGLARY «onc ccc ccc ee eeeweees 105 75 59 7 5 23 24 63.5 13 3 bad 
—- PPPYYTTTTTTTrrryTeT rT 10 8 é 4 1 a 3 167.0 1 1 id 
POSTAL. «cc ccccccceccceccees 4} M 27 5 2 12 a 43. 7 a © 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS....... 3 2 2 >< = 1 1 54. 4 baad ” 
OTHER. oc cc ccc ccccceeeecwces ty) 29 24 2 a | 12 61.3 5 ” ” 


8. U.S. OF 
CRIMIMAL DEFEMDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CoMvICTION 6Y OFFENSE DAMLIWG ime TMELVE NaeTH’ PERIED ENDED JANE 20, 19867 


TVPE SENTENCE 
PROBATION 
i 13 25 LU 
THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE 
12 24 & AND SENTENCE FIWE 
TOTAL ONT HS Nene T HS, MONTHS OVER Im MONTHS Oe OTHERS WATURE OF OFFENSE 
Ee 
16,023 3,903 2,917 4,355 5,248 33.2 4, bes 207 

5 nal nal 4 | 0.8 al 15 

- - - - - - - 1 

| - - 1 - 3.0 - 4 

4 e S 3 i 42. ad ad 

Se - a 4 sO 60.8 - i 

54 ad a 4 ae 00 6 a ? . 

1 aad - i 60. aa > 4 AL. 

| - - - i 0.0 - i ° 
i71 5a oo R) wm 29.2 43 5 ASSAULT. 
2% 1 2 ’ 14 57.3 4 - GURGLARY . 

2 - - - 2 60.0 - - ° 

7 1 > 3 3 n. a sad A. 
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TABLE D-S DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED AME 30, 1967 
TVPE SENTENCE 
REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT) OTHER SENTENCES 
' TO IMPRISONMENT 
i »” 
TOTAL TWRU TWRU SPLIT v.C.A. 
MATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS TOTAL 12 99 SEn- oa 
SENTENCED REGULAR| MONTHS | MONTHS | MONTHS ENCES 
LARCENY LY THEFT. wc cc eeeweee } 3,229 1,377 965 185 250 anv 293 “4.5 339 73 aad 
CS 230 145 107 9 12 a4 62 77.1 18 20 S 
POST SOC eee ee 474 350 36 % 116 62 6 os 29 ad 
INTERSTATE SHIPHENTS....... 317 191 140 15 n Nn se 4.4 6 5 - 
OTWER U.S. PROPERTY. ....... 1,246 794 177 6) ay v a2 32.0 113 4 = 
ETC, STOLEN PROP. 266 169 129 15 “5 21 ah 90.3 27 13 - 
D> scoeeeeecececoeceeses 00 104 oe: 27 il ll 13 4 40 2 = 
EMBEZZLEMENT... ccc ccccccccees 1,999 See 274 73 Ba 60 Le) 3.2 208 24 al 
TTT rTrrrrrrr;r 692 255 133 Bh “5 27 ab 4.6 109 13 
rrr 331 78 32 ll 13 7 1 21.6 a5 i ad 
OTWER... *eeee eeeeeeeereeeeee 77% 233 109 27 30 % ab 3.7 114 10 = 
PRAUD. 6. ccc eccue eeeeeeeeeee ** 7,545 3,545 2,376 535 678 Soe 599 42.8 1,032 137 > 
PReeeeeU eee 1,327 639 345 105 102 80 58 31.6 279 18 al 
LEMDING testivurion, |... TT 863 417 275 33 118 59 65 ». 119 23 - 
TOES Ee UES SECCCOCCEE ES 1,821 982 68¢ 112 193 194 190 47.8 243 so aa 
TTT) e ‘ 1 ° i - 24.0 “ - - 
SECURITIES AMD EXCHANGE.... 21 12 10 3 3 2 2 a 2 ° ° 
Lot pe eeeeeeeee 161 Ae 28 10 7 5 e 2 15 1 aad 
ALSE PERSONATI OW..... eeeee 47 27 20 7 | 7 2 . + i > 
NATIONAL ITY ee eee 131 53 28 14 8 4 a 17.9 25 - - 
PASSPORT FRAUD............. 121 57 Bry 15 aa 1 4 22.5 22 i - 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS.. 1,260 505 343 144 87 OO) 43 2.1 181 11 : 
SS 66066 CCC Cee o CCCs eCCCe 1,713 803 602 98 138 142 227 $8.1 166 w baa 
AUTO THEFT... cece cee eeeeees 34e 243 187 30 43 55 59 4.4 42 14 - 


D-S DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TABLE 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE 


TWELVE WONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1987 


TYPE SENTENCE 
PROBATION 
i 13 25 n 
THRU SHR Tu MONTHS | AVERAGE 
12 14 Me AMD SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL MONTHS | MONTHS MONTHS OVER IW MONTHS omy 
1,604 437 206 431 “50 33.2 
61 9 10 21 41 43.6 ‘ 
206 13 “4 122 107 41.0 ‘ 
126 7 12 $2 $3 42. ° 
798 292 170 173 163 28.4 150 
7 4 a a2 67 el bead 
8 216 110 “ 41 19 24.1 4 
1,413 148 258 55 552 0.3 18 
634 59 ” 198 281 41.7 3 
249 21 71 97 50 7 4 - 
530 58 91 160 221 41.2 11 2 . 
3,717 399 604 1,253 1,521 41.3 254 29 
652 ” 120 24 249 0.7 % 2 
438 22 $2 143 221 5.2 8 - 
802 “9 114 278 61 43.8 31 ‘ 
72 22 3 14 33 38.7 i i 
a i - 2 5 48.0 i - 
114 * 18 38 rr 41.7 i 2 
20 3 i 8 a 0. - - 
64 8 16 23 17 3.5 - - 
638 63 142 191 242 7.4 106 11 
832 4 128 2% 314 39.8 72 é 
101 i 13 “4 42 44.2 i i 


SS 


TABLE D-S DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIGD EMDED AME 30, 1967 


TVPE SENTENCE 
REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT) OTWER SENTENCES 
TO IMPRISONMENT 
1 1y & 
TOTAL TOTAL Tau | THRU | UT AVERAGE | SPLIT 

WATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS | IMPRIS-| TOTAL 12 4 9 AMD SEN- | IMDETER- 

SENTENCED | GMNENT | REGULAR | HONTHS MONTHS | GVER | IN WONTHS2 | TENCE | MIMATES 

FORGERY AMD COUNTERFEITING... 2,176 1,099 795 152 229 197 217 0.7 251 53 

TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 121 92 72 9 14 20 29 $1.8 1§ 5 

POSTAL FORGERY... cc ccceeees 140 89 70 11 19 20 20 38.5 15 4 

OTHER FORGERY........05000 1 406 601 413 111 120 A % % 157 31 

COUNTERFEITING.....ccccee0s 317 21 % 61 a2 49.6 o4 13 

Py SEX OFFENSES... 00. cceceeseees 272 168 117 12 il 14 80 122.0 a 16 

SEXUAL ABUSE. ccc cccccseees 77 67 a9 1 4 a 0 197.5 10 8 

OTHER. ccc cccccccccccccesece 195 101 68 11 , 10 00 67.6 24 a 

DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT 12,699 9,907 8,188 613 1,491 2,069 4,035 73.0 1,201 $15 

WARIMUIAMA. . nce cccccccceeees 3,462 2,34 1,695 227 3% 495 737 61.4 414 63 

DRUGS... ce ccccreccecccssecs 7,766 6, we $5,361 317 ™M 1,314 2,794 74.9 59 MI 

ED SUBSTANCES...... 1,471 1,165 972 69 159 240 504 . 128 65 
WISCELLAWEOUS GENERAL OFFENSE 9,131 2,752 2,099 508 957 38 616 58.3 569 144 ° 
BRIBERY... nce cceccccccceces 190 93 54 17 15 10 12 40.3 31 8 a 
fataee ORIVING AMD TRAFFIC.. 5,394 311 125 117 5 > ° 5.2 186 - ° 
ESCAPE... cccccccccccsccees age 417 190 118 60 $2 23.3 3 31 ad 
EXTORT 4h ERING THREATS 543 432 341 19 73 71 178 106.5 54 x . 
GAMBLING AMD LOTTERY....... 207 oe 7 17 $ 9 5 29.9 29 2 - 
KIDMAPPING. . 0c. cccccccccees $0 42 0 3 1 2 BA 267.0 ~ 2 aad 
PERJURY . ccc ccccccescccees 122 80 53 15 15 15 8 31.8 23 4 » 
WEAPONS AMD FIREARMS....... 1,842 1,204 oe 115 320 186 325 58.3 198 60 . 
Pps 219 MB rs) 1§ 4 5 2 4 10 bod > 


L82 


D-S DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TABLE 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED AWE 30, 1967 


TYPE SENTENCE 
PROBATION 
i 13 2s LU 
THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE 
12 a4 de AND SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OVER IN MONTHS OWLY OTHERS WATURE OF OFFENSE 
1,058 133 234 321 370 38.0 il 4 FORGERY AMD COUNTERFEITING. 
29 ° 6 $s 18 47.6 - © TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 
$1 4 5 21 25 4. - ° POSTAL FORGERY. 
790 122 173 232 263 . a 7 OTHER FORGERY. 
188 11 50 63 64 : 3 1 COUNTERFEITING. 
101 5 17 32 47 0 1 2 SEX OFFENSES. 
8 ° i 1 £ $1.0 = a SEXUAL ABUSE | 
93 5 16 31 41 42. 1 . OTHER. 
2,680 5% 725 1,154 9 as 27 DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT 
1,040 314 be] M7 35.3 62 6 MARIHUANA 
1,346 174 14% 7 659 42. 17 15 DRUGS . 
294 “a 24 74 148 42.6 ¢ & CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES. 
3,021 1,629 351 4% 407 20.5 3,323 4 MISCELLANEGUS GENERAL OFFENSE 
87 13 de 24 a 4.4 9 1 BRIBERY. 
1,924 1,698 129 89 8 10.2 3,145 14 ORUNK DRIVING AMD TRAFFIC. 
76 8 17 22 23 41.5 3 5 ESCAPE. 
105 7 13 32 53 44.2 6 . EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 
133 15 51 » 28 33.6 6 = GAMBLING AMD LOTTERY. 
i - 4 ° 1 60.0 - 7 KIDNAPPING. 
39 3 14 17 5 32.2 3 ° PERJURY. 
600 Ra) 97 207 262 0 BB 5 WEAPONS AND FIREARMS. 
62 51 4 4 3 8 118 3 OTHER. 
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TABLE D-S DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFEWDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD JUNE 30, 1987 


TVPE SENTENCE 
REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT SENTENCES 
TO IMPRISONMENT 
13 
35 
TURE OF OFFENSE 
a MONTHS | MONTHS 

Py IMMIGRATION LAWS... ..0ceeeees 2,111 1,298 791 33 277 is ae 20.2 449 58 - 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVEMVE..... 6 1 J = 1 ? aad 18.0 aa = a 
FEDERAL STATUTES............. 2,448 74 492 13B Le 101 117 49.1 219 22 i 
AGRICUL TURAL ACTS. ncccceses 259 42 13 ll i > 1 10.3 Pa) al sal 
ANTITRUST VIGLATIONS....... 97 14 5 2 2 1 13. 9 bd al 
FOOD AMD DRUG ACT.......... 89 16 8 2 2 3 1 4.5 8 ad a 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS. ..cceee Sa ad ” = aad > » = » ad = 
MOTOR CARRIER ALT occ ecccees oe 13 5 a » 1 a 18.8 8 ad baad 
WATIOMAL DEFENSE LAMS...... é 2 1 a ~ 1 > %. 7 bad bad 
CIVIL RIGHTS. occ ccccccccess 69 27 21 a 6 a 7 74.7 6 ” baad 
CouT COCK OHHH EEO 48 21 19 12 3 2 a 19.9 2 > ~ 
CUSTONS LAMB. cc cccccccccces 68 17 6 i 3 ba 2 33.2 10 1 ad 
POSTAL LAWS... cccecccscccees 291 60 20 5 5 3 19.4 27 bod ad 
OTHER... ccc ccececcccccccecs 1,384 $22 3BI ae 110 64 101 544 119 21 1 


S 


D-5 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TABLE 
CRIMINAL DEFEWDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


TVPE SENTENCE 
PROBATION 
i 13 25 37 
THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE 
12 24 ad AND SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL MONTHS MONTHS OVER IW MONTHS ONLY OTHERG WATURE OF OFFENSE 
SPECIAL OFFENSES. 
756 80 121 227 328 41.2 qa 45 IMMIGRATION LANS. 
- i 2 43.2 - ° LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE. 
1,309 336 323 378 272 31.2 374 31 FEDERAL STATUTES. 
152 60 28 19 5 32.7 64 1 AGRICIL TURAL ACTS. 
25 2 7 8 8 37.4 og ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. 
40 4 19 10 7 31.5 31 a FOOD AND DRUG ACT 
4c 25 Ff 1 2 15.9 14 . MIGRATORY BIRD LANS. 
47 6 7 16 18 40.0 6 - MOTOR CARRIER . 
3 2 - = 18.0 1 ° WATIOWAL DEFENSE LAMS. 
‘ 8 11 4 31.3 9 2 CIVIL RIGHTS. 
15 5 4 3 3 28.8 8 1 CONTEMPT . 
9 11 de 13 35.0 12 CUSTOMS LANS. 
217 60 os 13 19 28.0 14 ° POSTAL LANS. 
680 157 162 210 151 31.8 157 25 OTHER. 


IWCLUDES SENTENCES OF MORE THAN 6 MONTHS WHICH ARE TO BE FOLLOWED 

BY A TERM OF ag (MIXED SENTENCES) 

EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES, INDETERMINATE SENTENCES YOUTH 

CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFEMDER SENTENCES, AMD LIFE SENTENCES 

INCLUDED IN THE CATEGORY OF OTHER. 

A SPLIT SENTENCE IS A SENTENCE OW A ee ee om MONTHS OR LESS 
Im A JAIL TYPE rae FOLLONED ty h TERM OF PROBATION, 18 U.S.C. 3651. 
INCLUDED IM THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 
MONTHS OR LESS OW 1 COUNT, TO BE FOLLOMED BY A TERN OF PROBATION ON 1 OR 


COUNTS. 
TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4205 B (1) AMD (2). 
TITLE 18 U.S.C. at (B)(C). 
I S DEPORTAT SUSPENDED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT FOR FOUR DAYS OR 
LESS OR = TIME ALababY SERVED, REMITTED AMD SUSPENDED FIWES, AND LIFE 


7/4 


WG THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD 


TABLE D-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFEMDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
DURI REPORTED ) 


EMDED JUNE 30, 1967 (ALL OFFENSES 


eunee TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 
ANO MEDI ANe MEDIANS MEDI Alte WEDI Ale WEDI Alte 
DISTRICT WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER| (40S. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) 
=== + 
TOTAL... 53,938 3.4 8,554 3.0 38 , 440 3.3 1,817 1.1 5,127 5.7 
) 623 1.7 267 1 310 2.2 10 4.5 % 4.2 
1ST... 1,675 4.3 183 4.3 1,245 4.0 12 6.1 235 6.0 
ME. wees 210 4.8 24 8.0 157 4.6 4 - 27 6.3 
MA. sees 684 4.9 81 3.6 519 4.8 & baad 80 6.8 
TrTTh 45 3.6 11 3.8 27 3.6 1 - 6 ° 
eeeeee 84 4.9 & bd 48 3.7 | bal 27 5.4 
eevee 652 3.8 59 3.9 494 3.2 4 - 95 5.9 
2m... 3,535 4.7 298 9.3 2,672 4.0 ac 66 525 8.6 
CT coves 307 4.9 50 8610.3 217 4.2 5 - % 8.9 
WY,M.... 260 3.4 20 6.8 203 2.8 8 - 29 8.8 
pbeoeve 1,057 4.9 53 7.1 814 4.5 5 > 185 8.7 
WY,S.... 1,446 4.5 110 8.4 1,061 3.9 16 7.7 239 7.7 
WY,H.... 340 4.9 47 =615.3 254 3.6 4 - 3 14.8 
eeeeee 125 4.4 18 5.5 103 4.0 2 bd 2 baad 
SRD... 2,721 3.7 445 3.4 1,841 3.5 63 2.8 372 5.9 
DE.....- 133 3.3 22 3.6 92 3.2 2 > 17 4.1 
Wd. see 946 4.2 163 3.2 4.2 37 1.8 92 7.9 
PA,E.... 682 3.9 5 2.9 491 3.6 il 0 135 5.3 
PA,M.... 235 3.8 22 3.7 182 3.3 1 - 2 8 6.1 
PA,H.... 394 . 82 3.1 250 3.4 > 4 62 4.6 
eecece 329 2.9 111 4.3 170 2.5 12 3.9 % 3.2 
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TABLE D-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN roe ee? FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 


CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 
4TH. ee 


VA,E.... 
VA,M.... 
WV,M.... 


5TH... 


LA,E.... 
LA,M.... 
LA,W.... 
MS,M.... 
MS,S.... 
TX,M.... 
TX,E.... 
TX,S.... 
TX,M...- 


TW,W.... 


THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD JUNE 30, 1987 (ALL OFFENSES REPORTED) 
TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 
MEDI Ane MEDI ANe MEDI AN® MED] ANe MEDI Ane 
WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (HOS. ) WUMBER| (HOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) 
—== —==— 
7,491 2.3 1,624 9 4,612 2.7 658 a | 397 4.9 
1,262 3.9 212 3.0 941 3.9 25 3.1 84 6.1 
1,110 ° 483 . 548 ° 2% 1.0 53 5.0 
315 3.0 32 2.6 249 2.7 2 - 32 4.2 
456 2.5 62 3.1 328 2.2 25 1.8 41 4.1 
486 4.0 64 2.9 361 4.1 2 ” 3 . 
3,092 1.5 911 1.3 1,516 1.7 573 1 92 3.5 
200 4.1 13 2.7 161 4.0 3 ad 23 9.4 
218 §.1 12 5.6 187 4.6 1 ad 18 5.4 
352 3. kK -) ” 301 3.8 1 baal 15 5.5 
6,460 3.2 843 3.8 5,024 3.0 4 3.3 529 4.9 
661 3.4 63 3.7 3.3 5 - 67 5.2 
99 3.1 8 - 72 3.0 - - 19 5.9 
246 2 40 3.9 179 3.2 12 2.9 15 7.1 
LT} 4.3 9 bod 74 4.3 ~ ” 15 4.7 
281 4.9 a | 4.5 211 4.8 ° ” 29 5.7 
1,110 3.7 174 4.2 658 3.6 i saa 77 §.1 
221 2.9 4a 5.9 164 2.2 - 15 7.0 
2,441 2.9 375 3.2 1,889 2.8 1b 3.1 161 3.7 
1,303 2.9 91 3.4 1,051 2.6 K 3.9 131 5.7 
4,389 4.3 458 ° 3,430 4.1 85 2.9 416 6.5 
255 5.2 33 64 185 4.2 1 P » 6.6 
582 2.5 98 3.4 4% 2.3 11 1.7 37 4.8 
1,306 4.9 126 3.9 1,002 4.7 a4 3.2 154 6.7 
222 4.3 14 6.5 162 3.7 7 baa >) 7.2 
457 4.5 x» 9.3 380 4.2 2 aa % 6.6 
450 3.7 B 4.5 372 3.6 & a MM . 
302 3.7 27 4.8 ay 3.6 9 - 32 4.8 
357 3.4 49 3.7 280 3.4 21 2.2 7 4 
458 5.2 37 3.2 379 5.1 - - 38 6.8 


TABLE D-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


WEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD EMDED UME 30, 1967 (ALL OFFENSES REPORTED) 


a . TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF QUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 
WED] Alte MEDI Alte WEDI Ae WEDI Ale WED] Alte 
DISTRICT WUMBER | (HOS. ) WUMBER | (NOS. ) WUMBER | (HBS. ) UBER | (NOS. ) WUMBER | (MBS. ) 
=—== 

7TH... 2,524 4.1 277 3.5 1,848 3.8 9 4.5 0 =O sé6«S 
IL,M..+. 992 4.8 5 $.4 717 4.1 53 4.9 157 7.7 
IL,C.... 247 3.9 43 4.7 178 3.6 4 ad 25 6.5 
IL,$.... 259 3.2 ss 3.2 2.9 4 ba 20 4.7 
16,4.... 206 4.3 id $.1 219 4.2 3 ° 2 4.3 
16,8.... 438 2.6 5 | 3M 2.8 19 Al 200 = 4.4 
W1,E€.... 199 5.4 17 $.0 130 4.8 ? = 4 6.4 
WI,M.... 103 3.4 10 2.7 83 3.4 » o 10 4.2 
8TH... 2,872 3.4 413 1.8 2,059 3.4 a 2.0 we 4.8 
AR,E.... 261 2.2 17 2.9 216 2.0 4 aad ae 4.4 
pMecee 120 2. 9 ped LT} . © > 13 4.7 

8 IA,4. eee 133 4.6 12 3.7 103 * 1 al 17 5.6 
IA,$...- 112 3.4 9 ” 83 . > aad 20 3.8 

LS) | 456 4.3 0 3.4 3a 4.1 3 bal 68 4.8 
WO,E.... 46) 3.0 4a 2.1 327 2.8 6 ed 6e 68 
pMeves 757 2. 220 1.0 466 3.0 33 1.2 x 4.6 

WE. cease 200 5.0 17 4.8 164 0 2 bad 17 6.9 
WD. .cees 125 3.7 11 2.2 83 4 4 a 2? 4.7 
0. eevee 247 3.9 30 2.5 174 3.9 3 aa 40 4.5 
9TH... 10,481 3.5 2,304 4.8 7,297 3.2 177 5.0 703 5.8 
Maeveees 207 3.2 52 3.3 122 2.9 12 2.7 21 3.2 

AZ. neeee 1,067 4.0 171 7.4 789 3.6 10s «5.6 97 6.6 
CA,M.... 1,314 3.7 220 2.5 975 3.6 44 8.2 7% 6.0 
CA,E.... 670 4.0 157 6.3 475 3.5 5 » 33 8.2 
CA,C.... 1,588 3.4 175 2.8 1,187 3.3 eo §.1 199 §6§.2 
CA,S.... 1,194 3.8 108 3.2 1,024 3.7 14 5.9 aa 5.4 

|) See 1,677 3.8 7800s 21.3 619 1. 2a 3.2 Sa 7.7 
I eeeeee 188 4.2 73 5.2 4 3. 3 bl a 4.3 
MT. cece 240 3.2 Le) 2.6 149 3.4 1 bad 17 3.9 
eevee 373 4.8 71 6.1 249 4.2 3 al 50 6.9 
eeeeees 3.8 & 5.5 364 3.6 4 > 23 5.9 
WA,E.... 290 3.2 103 3.1 166 3.1 1 bd 20 4.1 
WA,H.... 1,138 1.4 227 8 8% 1.4 19 3.2 % 4.4 

¢ ot eeee i 4.9 a 13.2 oa 3.3 i al 1 = 


TABLE D-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 (ALL OFFENSES REPORTED) 


TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 

CIRCUIT 

ANO MEDI ANS MEDI ANe MEDI ANS MEDI Ate MEDI ANe 
DISTRICT WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) 

10TH.. 3,012 3.2 513 2.9 2,232 3.1 4 3.3 233 4.8 
CO...... 520 2.8 91 4.3 388 2.7 6 - 3% 5.2 
KS...00. 500 3.8 123 3.3 330 3.8 13 2.0 34 4.4 
WH. wees 526 3.2 127 2.1 348 3.3 4 - 47 3.9 
OK,W.... 250 3.8 14 3.3 215 3.8 5 al 16 5.4 
OK,E.... 110 2.2 18 1.4 69 2.2 ¥ - 23 3.2 
OK,W.... 691 2.5 65 2.7 590 2.3 3 - 33 5.0 
UT... .ees 318 3.9 58 3.6 219 3.6 3 3B 6.2 
WV. weees 97 2.7 17 1.6 73 2.7 bad ba qT aa 

117H.. 8,155 2.9 729 2.9 5,870 2.6 528 | 1,028 5.2 
AL,W.... 482 1.6 56 1.2 391 1.6 4 > 31 2.7 
AL,M.... 267 2.5 29 2.3 183 2.2 17 2.8 38 3. 
AL,S.... 228 4.0 15 7.3 172 3.6 1 al 40 4.9 
FL,M.... 325 3.4 » 2.9 220 1 ® - 65 4.1 
FL,M.... 960 3.9 100 3.6 676 3.6 & o 180 §.1 
FL,S.... 2,413 5.1 253 6.2 1,650 4.8 4 5.8 476 5.9 
GA,N.... 945 3.5 79 2.7 88 3.1 42 2 1% 7.3 
GA,M.... 2,171 1 67 1 1,671 1 409 1 24 4.0 
GA,S.... Ms 2.5 94 1.3 219 2.7 13 1.1 38 3.7 


* MEDIANS COMPUTED OWLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR WORE DEFENDANTS. 


48 


TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE WONTW PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 
ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL BY WOLO BY 
AND DEFEN- DIS- PLEA OF Con- FIWE 1 
DISTRICT DANTS TOTAL MISSED COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY | TENDERE COURT | JURY OWLY OTHER 
TOTAL... 54,168 10, 226 8,802 bao 978 43,942 37,816 24 1,371 4,131 4,368 207 
eee 623 280 267 3 10 343 302 8 26 ? - 
ist... 1,693 244 202 5 37 1,449 1,240 5 7 197 53 7 
ME. wees. 212 32 26 1 5 180 156¢ 1 1 22 15 a 
MA....-. 698 109 95 2 12 589 516 3 a 68 27 i 
Wh. eeeee _ 14 13 bad 1 32 27 ad i 4& 1 baal 
Al.....- 85 10 $ - 1 75 48 - 1 % 1 - 
TTT 652 79 59 2 18 573 493 1 2 7 9 3 
2m... 3,538 410 301 10 99 3,128 2,668 4 30 426 6 co 
CT. eevee 309 58 $2 sn a 254 217 > § 32 2 b4 
WY,M.... 260 26 20 2 4 234 - 6 25 18 10 
WY,E.... 1,057 9) 2 v» 960 2 3 149 11 11 
WY,S.... 1,447 167 111 5 51 1,280 1,081 tad 11 188 15 9 
WY, eeee 340 53 47 1 5 287 = 3 ww 13 2 
coccee 125 18 18 - 107 102 1 2 2 7 2 
SAD... 2,728 552 453 20 79 2,176 1,830 11 43 292 104 1é 
DE. eeeee 135 29 24 be 5 106 92 ad 2 12 12 2 
coccee 949 197 164 14 19 752 % 23 73 57 4 
PA,E.... 683 75 a 4 26 608 487 4 8 109 17 3 
PA,M. eee 237 32 a4 bad 8 205 182 > 1 22 13 1 
PA,M. eee 395 92 83 bg 9 303 249 1 ad $3 5 4 
VI ww seee 329 127 112 3 12 202 170 - 9 23 - 6 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 


REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS ) OTHER SENTENCE PROBATION (MONTHS ) 
TO IMPRISONME 
TOTAL 1 13 » 60 AVG. | SPLIT | INDE- YCA 1 13 25 37 AVG. CIRCUIT 
IMPRIS- THRU | THRU | THRU | AND SEN- | SEN- | TERMI- OR THRU | THRU] THRU | AND SEN- AND 
ONMENT TOTAL2 12 % 59 OVER | TEWCES | TENCE4| MATES vO6 | TOTAL 12 24 % OVER | TENCE3 | DISTRICT 
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TABLE D-7 DEFEWDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SEWTEWCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1987 


WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AMD SENTENCED TVPE SENTENCE 
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TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TVPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AMD SENTENCED TVPE SENTENCE 
ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL By wOLO BY 
AnD DEF EW- dIS- PLEA OF Con- FIME 1 
DISTRICT TOTAL | WISSED COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY | TEMDERE COURT JURY OWLY OTHER 
[= eo 
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GA,$.... 365 111 be] 6 10 254 199 20 7 28 20 1 


TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 
REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS ) OTHER SENT EWCES| PROBATION (MONTHS) 
TO IMPRISONMENT 
TOTAL i 13 »® 60 AVG. | SPLIT | IMDE- YCA 1 13 25 37 AVG. CIRculT 
IMPRIS- THRU | THRU | THRU | AND SEN- | SEW | TERMI- OR THRU | THRU | THRU | AND SEN- ANO 
ONMENT TOTAL2 12 35 59 OVER | TENCES | TEWCE4| MATES vos | TOTAL 12 as M OVER | TEWCE3| OISTRICT 
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40 » 5 7 7 12 106.3 4 va baal BB 7 15 & a 30.0 coeee ell 
2 3,357 2,860 252 550 648 (1,410 77.4 430 67 - |2,287 9% 227 427 6o7. 28.2 +o 11TH 
= 179 153 21 a0 4i Sl 57.4 2% ° 22 118 15 ae “a 2.3 ooo eAl Mt 
69 49 15 18 7 9 32.0 20 - - 140 65 8 31 16 8622.1 ooo Al Mt 
119 110 4 6 23 7? 8=6©92.2 9 - ° 87 4 3 11 69) = $3.4 ++ ALS 
180 163 14 27 18 106 «69.8 17 - $1 20 6 22 3306 C88 oo PLM 
548 46 40 82 101 78.2 81 ° - 244 % 5 63 101 39.0 coe eFL eM 
1,958 1,368 113 297 ye 612 73.2 190 D4 al 447 §5 77 155 160 38.2 eeee | 
$46 325 18 52 70 97.3 54 67 - 268 68 30 63 107. «37.3 oo + GAM 
115 101 15 18 12 56 8668.4 14 - - 675 586 19 29 41 10.8 +++ +GAM 
143 124 12 10 w 72 79.4 19 bad ad 90 25 a4 9 32 33.2 eee * 
i. GUR DAYS OR 
P AMD LIFE SENTENCES. 
3. 
4. 


WORE OTHER : 
5S. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4205 8 (1) AMD (2) 
6. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 5010 (8)(C). 
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TABLE D-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
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ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING OW JUNE 30, 1987 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 
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TABLE D-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING OW JUNE 30, 1967 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 
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ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1987 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 

AND EMBEZ- AUTO 
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY | LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

10TH... 1,077 7 30 18 - 8 32 254 17 
CO...... 193 - 7 1 - 13 11 49 2 

eeeees 176 > 4 a ¥ 7 6 53 1 
WH. ness 2b4 5 2 8 ° 11 8 32 8 
OK,M.... 89 ¥ 1 - ad 12 2 28 a 
OK,E.... 19 - bo ¥ baad a a 7 1 
OK,M.... 177 ’ ? 2 al 27 bf 37 3 

eeeeee 124 d 6 4 + 10 3 44 il 
eee kK} al 3 1 bal 2 ad 4 » 

11TH.. 3,120 « 69 26 a 102 80 458 27 
AL,W.... 87 | 1 - 1 5 ° 17 2 
AL,M.... 74 - 4 3 bad 4 z 11 2 
AL,S.... 85 ? 8 4 bad a 3 22 ¥ 
FL,M.... 166 4 7 2 baal a 7 22 1 
FL,M. eee 381 1 16 4 baad 20 10 71 4 
FL,S.... 1,904 - 20 1i ¥ 32 §1 225 10 
GA,M.... 258 1 12 6 1 22 5 55 5 
GA,M.... 62 1 3 baal 2 2 18 2 

gPeece 100 aad 2 ad ad 5 ~ 17 1 


433 


TABLE D-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1967 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GENERAL OF FENSES—-CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) LANS 


CONTROL - 
WAR- | LED SUB- 
COTICS | STANCES 


8 
3 


immer inin (Ww 


ese: nee |S 3 
mewinmeine |S ; 


atin esse |e 


reSirtene 
F ein B8e |Z 
4 ererres - in 4 


8 
- 
(* 
ry 
2 


wuese ime 
Pimwnmiriw |S terriers lew br 


an 
itemo~mwierenee 
7 
1\esnouruww 


63 
9 
10 
12 
6 
16 
8 
a 
150 811 
14 
4 
12 
3 
26 
63 
19 
3 
& 


wi st tunie <4 DH VRIAOOS RD 
Pnemwrwnin 3 ee i wre 


BuBTesse~ 
hweRnieonw: ee 
wit weer) tlt 


OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 
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TABLE 0-10, DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 
AS OF AME 30, 1987 BY DISTRICT 


WONTRIABLE TRIED 
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TABLE D-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IW CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 
AS OF AME 30, 1967 BY DISTRICT 

WOWTRIABLE TRIED TRIABLE 

CIRCUIT FUCTTIVE 
AND TOTAL AMAT TING AFTER AMAITING 
DISTRICT PENDING FUGITIVE OTWER SENTENCE TRIAL TRIAL 

a = 

7TH... 1,747 497 19 145 rt) 1,062 
IL,M.... 1,017 330 12 13 16 nee 
1L,C.... 139 17 3 » 2 $i 
IL, seen 112 33 4 13 3 62 
Im, eee 193 a8 3 “9 i 92 
Im, eeee 98 22 al 12 > 64 
“1, eeee 142 Bw o 16 > 91 
WI,M.... _ 12 | s 2 25 
STH... 1,362 377 7 312 e 660 
AR,E.... a4 17 a 17 2 _ 
AR,M.... 4 a . 9 - 22 
1A,8.... a? 14 ? 14 4 59 
IA,$...- 62 26 > 12 i 21 
Ww caee 251 63 2 69 i %% 
MO,E.... 219 7 i 3 i 142 
eMeeee 283 120 ba 7s ? 88 
eenreee 191 ee = 21 a 4 
eenreee 77 a 1 & al ¥w 
eeeeee 115 27 1 29 1 $7 
9TH... 9,780 3,501 207 405 222 5,465 
AM ceces 102 33 bea & bod 63 
AZo ccees 1,029 477 1 12 rs) $13 
eee 2,1% 178 37 a 0 923 
CA,E.... Bp} ux 5 69 a 181 
CA,c.... 1,767 $7: % - 6 1,068 
CA,$.... 2,7% 1,300 9 21 7 1,319 
|) See 969 401 120 5 ‘ 422 
ID...4-. 5) 4 ” 10 - 7 
ececes 126 2 14 - 63 
eeeeee 540 5 2 Se 1 as 
eeeeee 269 75 1 2 4 191 
WA,E.... 176 57 3B 5 7% 
WA,H.... 405 150 1 79 10 165 
coos % 1 5 + - 14 
WM1..... & » ad 1 a s 
10TH.. 1 384 ss e 788 22 612 
CB. nsec 291 114 aad 1 4 176 
TrTTh 209 92 1 43 5 oA 
eeeeee 339 139 Y 62 e 130 
OK,M.... 122 30 3 0 3 _ 
O,E.... % 4 > 7 > 4 16 
OK ,H.... 202 277 2 77 3 93 
eccces 153 50 : 31 2 70 
eeeeee 42 aa > 27 1 14 
11TH... 5,076 2,060 17 241 54 2,702 
AL Mewes 116 31 1 1 > 83 
AL,M.... 92 15 2 10 ” $5 
AL,S.... 112 33 e 17 - 62 
FL, eeee 299 116 ¥ 31 7 85 
FL,M... 5 226 i 111 e 252 
FL,S.... 3,281 1,475 e 23 77 1,737 
GA, sees wae oe 2 é a 768 
GA, seer % ae ad as 4 % 
GA,$.... 174 54 2 22 2 ot) 
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S 


DEFENDANTS ‘Tuuat to CASES. SUBJECT "Te Ste TRIAL ACT 


DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 DEFENDANTS IW INTERVAL 2 
————TAaEST Te Tatcren 
30 DAYS OR LESS TO TRIAL 70 DAYS GR LESS 
CIRCUIT 
ABD TOTAL PERCENT TOTAL PERCENT 
DISTRICT | DEFENDANTS WAMBER | OF TOTAL | DEFENDANTS AMBER | OF TOTAL 
TOTAL... 19,830 19,129 96.5 90,494 47,617 4.7 
eee 262 269 95.4 00) sar 97.3 
ist... 718 701 98.0 1,620 1,362 ao.) 
ee 7 72 90.6 200 100.0 
eeeeeve 219 208 0 720 474 os 
eeeneee 11 0 80 100. 
eeeeee 20 . 62 97. 
eeeeee 392 300 ms sve S68 . 
2m... 2,143 2,012 93.9 3, 264 3,076 93.7 
GTecccecs 118 118 100.0 230 69.1 
WY, M.... 149 149 100.0 246 24s 99.2 
MY,E.... 710 ou 90.7 1 032 900 87.2 
WY,S.... 913 055 93.6 1,341 1, 320 96.4 
WY ,M.... 187 182 97.3 300 276 0 
VT. wees oe 64 97.0 107 106 > | 
3D... 950 926 97.7 2,400 2,357 98.2 
DE.....- 43 42 100.0 114 114 100.0 
| rere 549 5M 97.6 612 789 97.2 
PA,E.... n 31 93.9 66s 065 100.0 
PA,M.... 42 41 97.6 226 22¢ 100.0 
PA.M.... as 87 9 352 Mg 0 
\) See 195 190 97.4 231 218 94.4 
4TH... 2,265 2,222 98.1 6,731 6,576 97.7 
@.... 270 299 95.9 1,197 1,126 97.3 
WC,E.... 435 4M 99.8 678 661 97.5 
WC ,M.... 62 62 100.0 Be 9. 
WC,M.... be] “5s 89.5 461 472 96.1 
Mec cccce 7% qa 97.4 46 98.8 
VA,E.... 1,105 1,089 6 2,007 2,743 97.7 
VA,M.... 0 0 199 95.0 
wv H.. 116 116 : 1M 221 93.6 
Ww, eee 64 * 37 99.4 
STH. 2,933 2,802 95.5 6,047 5,431 89.8 
LA,E. 222 216 97.3 049 643 99.1 
LA,M.. Lod 52 92.9 9s 4 8.9 
LA,M.... oe 62 97.6 216 197 91.2 
“s, eee 20 20 100.0 110 100 * 
MS.S.... 6 20 9 228 7 
TH,M... 205 262 91.9 1,072 965 . 
TK,E... eo 3 226 218 . 
TK,S... 1,491 1,495 6 2,2% 1,997 67.5 
THM... 9 618 92.4 1,164 1,029 68.4 
6TH... 1,245 1,171 94.1 4,492 4,237 94.3 
KY,€.... Ee PU 97.4 262 241 92.0 
KYM. 260 3 961 95.0 
m1,€.. 1s 119 : 1,326 1,281 : 
M1 ,M.. 105 105 : 227 : 
OH,m. 144 130 . 4% $1 %. 
OH,S... 208 197 7 “47 4 68.1 
TH,E... 102 102 : 331 313 4. 
THM... 122 122 . 334 325 97.3 
THM... 110 106 : 528 “7 94.1 
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coroner ONG a a tae at, sl 


CIRCUIT 
DISTRICT 


7TH... 
bef oes 


1L.8.... 
14,5.... 
eReeee 


IA... 
Mb pcces 
pEsess 
eveeeee 


10TH. . 
CO.....- 


eBeree 
eMeeee 
eeeneee 


11TH... 


ALM... 
AL,M.... 


FL,M@.... 
FL,S.... 
eReeee 


DEFEMDANTS IM INTERVAL 2 


IMDICTWENT OR bye} 
30 DAYS OR LESS 1 TAIL 70 DAYS OR LESS 

TOTAL pecan TOTAL Mey 
DEFENDANTS WAGER | OF TOTAL | DEFENDANTS WUMBER | OF TOTAL 
504 47% 94.4 2,918 2,277 90.4 
wi 280 93.0 1,013 611 sol 
% $2 92. 243 96.8 
12 12 100.0 245 218 89.0 
47 s 299 297 99.3 
47 bal 9 417 416 99.8 
0 0 100.0 420 1% 98.0 
i i 100.0 101 98.0 
573 $47 5.5 2,670 2,582 %.7 
a 3s %.2 243 243 100.0 
16 1s 93.8 117 118 96.3 
2 4 6.2 126 119 94.4 
27 100.0 128 100.0 
178 ioe 94.9 Ws 98.0 
166 165 99.4 4a 99.1 
75 os 90.7 50 bd 5.5 
7 7 100 ¢ 201 176 87.6 
24 23 95.8 124 121 97.6 
26 a) 92.9 233 222 5.3 
3,184 3,036 95.4 9,609 8,912 92.7 
bw 2 %.7 171 170 99.4 
$41 $11 94.5 1,093 1,073 98.2 
“53 376 83.0 1,328 953 71.8 
104 103 99.0 612 605 98.9 
74 761 98.3 1,612 1, 648 89.8 
605 675 98.5 977 912 93.3 
5d bad 100.0 1,231 1,223 99.4 

Oo) A 100.0 124 124 100. 

20 20 100.0 223 222 9. 
101 100 99.0 364 w2 99.5 
153 146 5.4 480 44a 92.1 
os “s 95.6 247 dat 97.6 
140 1385 %.4 1,089 1,079 99.1 
19 19 100.0 58 58 100.0 
1,028 962 5.5 2,646 2,630 99.4 
245 231 94.3 447 46 99.8 
119 89 74.8 7 392 98.7 
203 202 99.5 441 441 100.0 
43 43 100.0 252 245 97.2 
4 4 100.0 105 105 100.0 
377 376 99.7 699 os 99.5 
21 21 100.0 258 248 100.0 
16 16 100.0 87 87 100.0 
4,008 3,963 99.4 7,874 7,790 98.9 
80 79 98.8 41 445 98.7 
0 29 %.7 291 249 99.2 
6 7 100.0 223 209 93.7 
25 as 100.0 296 298 100.0 
n» ” 100.0 920 915 99.5 
1,610 1,9% 99.1 2,299 2,243 99.3 
230 97.0 1,011 906 97.5 
1,611 1,009 99.9 2,172 2,157 99.3 
108 168 100.0 289 288 9.7 
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BG 
FOR CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CONVICTED IW THE U.S. DISTRICT CoURTS 
OURING TWE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 
DEFENDANTS SENTENCED DEFENDANTS SENTENCED 
45 DAYS OR LESS WORE THAN 45 DAYS 
AFTER CONVICTION AFTER CONVICTION 
cones — 
DISTRICT WEDI AN TOTAL | TOTAL | MEDIAN TOTAL | WEDIAN 
TOTAL... 42 24,360 9.7 21 19, 405 6s 
a a3 183 $2.46 BM 165 63 
ist... 43 803 95.5 wo 648 64 
eee 63 48 25.4 1 14. 7 
| ee nD 426 70.3 eB 181 70 
| ee Lot) 25 78.1 nn 7 
|) ce) 42 $3.2 a a7 54 
PReeeees a 206 48.5 i 282 62 
2... | 890 28.5 n” 2,231 72 
CT a weees “ 144 57.1 ae 108 61 
WY, M.... 42 144 60.5 3% 4 7 
WY,E.... 7 191 15.5 » 823 73 
WY,S.... 61 304 24.0 » 1 if) 
wy, seer boy 92 32.2 41 194 70 
VT oc ceee ay 55 $1.9 22 51 87 
OD... 2,213 48 ye 45.0 33 1,217 70 
DE... se. 42 82 78.8 » 22 $1 
covces 734 Ss 240 31.8 3% 514 7 
PA,E.... 621 0 274 4.1 3s 347 70 
PA,M.... 210 50 83 39.5 30 127 64 
PA,M.... 318 43 174 $4.7 33 144 61 
VE wcccee 206 33 69.4 % 63 63 
4TH... 5,599 29 3,527 63.7 i 2,012 71 
MD... .e0- 1,035 48 477 4.1 14 $58 69 
WC,E.... 608 1 9 57. i 259 ha 
Meee 304 17 205 67.4 1 ” 80 
pMeees 03 1 337 83. 1 66 100 
BC. .ee- 423 69 1595 6.6 1 268 103 
VA,E.... 2,002 1 1,6% 83.1 1 ee 6 
VA,M.... 188 7 78 41.5 i 110 90 
WV,M.... 213 52 93 43.7 aq 120 82 
pSecee 48 137 42.4 3% 186 $8 
STH... 5,19 » 3,483 67.0 31 1,713 63 
LA,E.... 570 41 300 63.2 3% 210 Se 
LA,M.... 90 50 30 33.3 4) 60 53 
LA,M.... 187 50 43 4.4 33 104 67 
MS,8.... 91 64 27 29.7 32 oe 71 
WS,S.... 238 ‘ 169 71.0 1 69 as 
TH, MW... 902 42 555 61.5 3% 347 63 
TK,E.... 1% 23 117 66.5 1 59 105 
TH,S...- 1,901 3s 1,393 73.3 31 508 62 
TK, HM... 1,041 3% 749 72.0 26 292 63 
6TH... 3,925 52 1,622 41.3 16 2,303 74 
KY,E.... 210 45 105 96.0 rs ] 105 70 
KY,M.... 474 i 421 83.8 1 53 os 
M1,€.... 1,146 ot 180 18.7 + 966 7% 
. eee 1 0 a? 40.8 40 119 Me 
GH,M.... 421 50 169 40.1 10 252 os 
H,S.... 413 62 111 26.9 3% 302 kd 
TH,E.... 284 31 179 63.0 i 105 92 
THM... 298 32 264 sao » 4 64 
TH,M.... 478 70 111 23.2 18 367 81 


AN 
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DEFENDANTS SENTENCED OEFEMDANTS SENTENCED 
48 DAYS OR LESS WORE THAN 45 DAYS 
AFTER CONVICTION AFTER CONVICTION 
CIRCUIT TOTAL PERCENT 
AMD CONVICTED oF 
DISTRICT DEFENDANTS | MEDIAN TOTAL | TOTAL | MEDIAN TOTAL | MEDIAN 
71H... 2,211 ” 982 43.1 i 1,299 62 
IL,M...- 922 i] 201 21.8 15 721 61 
IL,C.... 199 cd 2.1 i 147 60 
eBooee 206 _ 144 9 5 62 62 
eMeeee 25 4h 131 2 1 128 43 
18,$.... M1 1 281 77.8 i 80 81 
WI,E.... 177 “8 79 “. M 98 67 
M1 ,M.... 90 at oa 71.1 » % $1 
STH... 2,372 42 1,290 54.4 29 1,082 63 
AR,E.... 222 15 184 82.9 i cd 63 
ARM... 108 M 65 60.2 i 43 “3 
1A,4...- 118 r: | 62 69.5 1 % 54 
IA,$.... 108 3s 92 05.2 33 16 9 
eeeeee “07 $8 82 ol 32 325 63 
O,E.... 394 Pa] 313 79.4 32 a 70 
WG,H.... 537 3 283 $2.7 i 254 65 
WE. cess 178 Ss MB 19.4 Ms 141 62 
MD. .ee- 110 n 63 57. 22 47 61 
SD...+5- 193 % 92 47.7 w 101 % 
9TH... 7,809 42 4,901 57.6 15 3,308 63 
Maccees 143 24 114 79.7 i rs) 63 
AZ. nsess e7e 42 $17 99.2 Be 357 55 
CA,M.... 1,058 42 581 54.9 i 477 63 
5 ore “ 51.0 | 244 64 
CA,C.... 1,403 41 60.4 » 555 70 
5 Perr 88a 5) 23.6 2% 675 ca) 
) ee 871 | 711 81. 1 160 70 
ID. ..ees 107 43 62 s7. 32 Led be) 
cevcee 156 % 117 75.0 25 ” 55 
eeeeee 288 63 5) 18.4 i 235 6s 
OR. ..6s- 01 48 178 43.6 31 226 60 
WA,E.... 173 B 142 82.1 28 31 62 
Meese 897 i 693 77. 1 204 63 
GUAM.... $2 “0 23 4.2 7 29 7 
10TH. . 2,451 “45 1,266 $1.7 3» 1,185 60 
CB. wuss ei4 33 352 65.0 bY] 62 63 
KS. ..00. 5 “9 163 “4.7 10 202 61 
TTY 402 183 5.5 &a 219 52 
OK,M.... 237 “9 6s 33.9 42 152 ss 
eBecee aa nw 72 65.7 ye 12 5 
OK,M.... 626 5B 221 33.3 i 405 67 
UT. see 243 8a 141 58.0 3% 102 57 
eoccee 60 42 “9 61.3 3% 31 55 
11TH... 7,123 33 4,841 68.0 i 2,282 62 
AL,M.... 424 1 7 9.0 1 17 104 
AL,M.... 29 175 79.5 25 45 5 
AL,S.... 211 .7] 160 75.8 29 $1 91 
FL,M.... 281 » 193 68.7 32 a8 59 
FL,M.... 805 43 443 55.0 M 362 62 
FL,S.... 2,059 51 728 35.4 3 1,331 62 
»Ml.. 3% 637 73.0 23 2% 57 
GA,M.... 1,991 | 1,899 95.4 1 92 71 
GA,$.... % 199 76.8 33 60 50 
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ME *eeeeeeeee 

MA e*eenereeeeee 

NH eeeneeeeeee 

RI eeeeeeeaeeee 
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- 
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~oem@mewumewl @ 


eonwvoanr-~ 3 © & 
. = e 


TthCir...... 4,078 | 4,107 
IL, Nosseeeees 2,243 | 2,284 


BC ccccccces 361 351 
IL, 8 wc ceeeees 269 258 
IN, Niwswccees 313 300 
interes ss $00 | 469 
i steceses 275 | 316 
WI, W vseceeee 17 | 129 

SthCir...... | 3,321 | 3,503 
 osccnes 406 | 420 
Mecccscees 173 | 186 
Ti sesseees 1390 | 144 
tes seaee 198 | 202 
ainseneess 541 | 522 
iipssceses 728 | 751 
MO, W.....0ee 535 | 604 
i ehintenees 196 | 219 
i, epeanannes 143 | 164 
Th esennsesse 271 | 219 


Sth Cir. eenvee 11,197 11,620 


OE cenceseess 221 227 
ae abeeseeees 1,054 | 1,100 
GD cccccces 1,544 | 1,711 
i osaeeses 908 989 
yer 3,461 | 3,393 
ST .s6neees 1,192 | 1,399 


HI cw ccccccces 315 251 
ID wcccccccece 225 250 
MT .cceccveee 309 283 
NV wcccccvees 436 504 
OR .ccscccees 554 505 
WA, Ew. eeeees 228 245 
WA, W...eeeee 656 682 
GU wwscceveee 93 80 
NMI... .eeeeee 1 1 

10th Cir. ... 3,056 | 3,188 
CO weecesseee 720 736 
| ¢ ee 474 457 
NM woeeeeeee 513 $11 
OK, N ...-eees 269 289 
OK, E ... ees 181 241 
OK, We. eee eee 460 510 
UT wccvcvees 333 320 
WY .nccveee . 106 124 


lith Cir. .... 6,140 | 6,860 


 ' Prrerere 790 913 
AL, M ...eeees 253 272 
AL, B..cccccee 230 251 
FL, N eeeeeoeee 305 393 


FL, M ..seeees 1,173 | 1,294 
PL, 8. ..cccees 1,638 | 1,938 
GA, NM ..cceeee 1,102 | 1,115 
GA, M..ceeees 336 356 
GA,8 ....006. 313 326 
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TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR ANDO REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


SLE 


RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 
PERSONS 
UNDER U.S. 
SUPER - TOTAL PRE- | MAGIS- 

CIRCUIT VISION LESS JUDGE TRIAL | TRATE MANDA- =| MILI- RECEIVED 
ANO Juty 1 | TOTAL TRANS - PROBA- DIVER | PROBA- TORY TARY SPECIAL v 
DISTRICT 1986 |RECEIVEO| FERS TION - SION TION |PAROLE | RELEASE | PAROLE | PAROLE | TRANSFER 
TOTAL... | 69,650 | 46,696 | 36,466 16,726 _1,476 6,089 6, 2503, 399 412. 2,194 | 6,212 
1,447 1,150 1,005 292 - 125 440 103 3 42 145 

1,882 1,202 1,003 546 70 2) 139 110 16 101 _ 199 
he sieines 129 129 my 56 6 4 20 7 5 13 18 
MA...... 960 599 514 276 61 b 37 68 5 61 85 
6 117 57 32 19 - 6 1 1 3 25 
.— eee 144 85 56 22 1 2 "1 14 - 6 29 
Pe 532 332 290 173 - 9 65 20 5 18 42 

2NO 5,610 3,860 3,145 1,507 17 384 48) 332 37 327 115 
587 290 237 147 ' 3 37 31 6 12 53 
NY ,N 239 213 169 117 a 27 7 h 4 a 44 
NYE 2,269 1,430 1,069 414 67 115 210 149 14 100 361 
NY,S 1,995 1,558 1,344 663 - 170 179 129 7 196 214 
NY Ww 426 301 269 132 4 64 40 16 4 9 32 
oe 94 68 57 34 1 5 ® ’ 2 6 | " 

3RO 4,904 2,786 2,24 1,147 171 300 299 163 31 134 54) 
TR. canes 129 100 79 40 z) 13 " 5 3 3 21 
ihe 4 1,710 1,085 792 355 103 167 70 6! 6 30 293 
PA,E 1,754 847 723 419 - 70 86 66 6 76 124 
PALM 317 217 177 104 12 27 19 5 3 7 40 
PA LW 653 442 382 171 52 23 82 26 13 15 60 
oe 241 95 92 58 - - 31 - - 3 3 

4TH 1,487 5,273 4,413 1,587 89 1,755 600 201 58 123 860 
MD...... 2,007 1,494 1,257 331 - 637 184 66 - 31 237 
NCE 908 653 563 193 19 250 63 20 9 9 90 
NC ,M 580 309 225 115 13 13 53 15 2 14 84 
NCW 784 498 409 159 7 147 67 14 2 14 89 
Shs 4 90! 510 405 183 16 78 70 26 14 18 105 
VA,E 1,419 1,153 964 23) 20 583 77 36 13 24 169 
vA,W 361 252 203 122 2 35 29 » 4 3 49 
WV.N.... 220 169 150 109 4 - 29 5 - 3 19 
WV,S.... 307 235 217 144 9 12 28 " 6 7 18 


TABLE E 1. 


FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 


PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 


OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 

PERSONS 
UNDER 
REMOVED SUPER- 
MANDA - MILI- VISION 
TORY TARY JUNE 30 
ae) CASE PAROLE | PAROLE 1967 
34,704 13,855 2,200 7,830 5,813 3,007 34) 1,658 8,212 73,432 
77 1 44 168 1,603 
90 14 57 172 2,027 
5 2 - 23 173 
60 5 4) 64 967 
2 2 2 8 123 
13 1 5 3 151 
10 4 9 69 613 

268 25 176 772 6,126 | 
23 6 12 39 605 
3 1 1 40 312 
bord 123 7 63 204 2,419 
© 103 9 89 449 2,190 
15 2 6 26 497 
1 - 5 14 103 

ra 152 20 108 43)! 5,092 | 
100 79 39 * 14 12 2 1 3 21 129 
929 750 310 120 130 46 62 6 36 179 1,866 
812 686 393 - 79 91 60 6 57 126 1,789 
198 152 85 17 30 15 1 3 1 46 336 
347 293 123 54 18 57 27 4 10 4 748 
112 107 70 - 1 35 - - 1 5 224 
5,038 4,031 1 131 1,744 589 192 55 62 1,007 7,722 
1,448 1,198 273 - 674 167 50 10 24 250 2,053 
677 524 160 32 243 59 18 6 7 163 664 
285 231 106 18 26 45 23 1 12 54 604 
503 431 224 * 102 74 16 4 3 72 77¢ 
429 356 123 21 73 90 22 13 14 73 962 
1,179 938 178 18 579 93 37 17 16 24) 1,393 
211 176 90 10 37 23 10 3 3 35 402 
132 65 36 5 2 18 3 - 1 67 257 
174 112 4B 19 ” 20 13 2 2 62 368 


CIRCUIT 
ANO 
OISTRICT 


TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 
PERSONS 
UNDER U.S. 
SUPER - TOTAL PRE- | MAGIS- 

CIRCUIT VISION LESS JUDGE TRIAL | TRATE MANDA- | MILI- RECEIVED 
AND yucy 1 | TOTAL TRANS - PROBA- | DIVER | PROBA- TORY TARY SPECIAL BY 
DISTRICT 1986 | RECEIVED } FERS TION -SION TION |PAROLE | RELEASE | PAROLE | PAROLE | TRANSFER 

STH... 9,195 6,067 5,003 2,030 256 _1,079 972 37) 41 254 1,064 
LAE 876 589 535 240 39 115 78 33 “ 26 54 
LA. 236 14) 10 51 b 23 15 9 1 6 30 
LA.W 582 366 302 129 5 115 35 4 2 2 64 
MSN 258 156 109 4) - 47 16 3 2 - 47 
mS, S 463 283 226 107 13 64 26 12 1 3 57 
TX.N 1,677 1, 105 638 aii 54 12 234 81 7 39 267 
TX,E 422 347 227 79 33 15 61 28 3 " 120 
Tx,S 2,729 1,682 1,643 659 66 4\7 260 125 9 107 239 
TX, 1,952 1,198 1,012 313 40 271 247 66 12 63 186 

6TH... 6,015 4,001 3,460 1,62! 6! 672 601 307 37 16! 54) 
KY,E.. 396 235 173 85 6 2 49 20 - " 62 
KV W.. 496 505 460 131 16 223 59 19 1 im] 45 
MI,E.. 1,387 688 621 34) - 159 1386 101 4 73 67 
MIw.. 380 221 180 98 - 36 22 13 3 ” rT 
OH, 914 501 434 226 3 40 94 49 10 12 67 
OH, S 768 459 390 201 - 26 92 50 a 17 69 
TW ,€ 554 353 295 7h - 87 62 26 3 , 58 
™™,M 605 453 364 170 35 94 40 14 3 4 89 
™N.W 515 386 343 258 1 5 45 15 4 15 43 

7TH 4,453 2,535 2,13) 1,249 _ 110 178 289 189 12 104 404 
IL,N 2,403 1,158 1,009 675 45 37 106 87 a 55 149 
IL,€ 358 206 172 110 4 16 22 15 1 a 34 
1L,S 316 23) 194 82 30 27 32 15 - H 37 
IN.N 364 272 221 127 5 “ 46 18 2 15 5! 
IN,S 554 371 306 131 16 70 46 27 3 13 65 
wie 299 189 157 91 a 12 24 19 1 6 32 
wi sw 159 108 72 33 . 4 13 H ' 3 36 

8TH 3,589 2,490 2,098 _—1,019 142 204 _362 203 23 145 392 
ARE 392 284 244 89 47 38 42 18 2 " 40 
AR .W 217 190 137 55 20 20 17 19 ' 5 53 
1A,N 98 1 98 67 7 4 15 2 1 2 13 
IA,S 172 132 108 54 5 6 30 6 1 6 24 
WN... 56! 408 355 149 12 19 56 56 6 58 53 
MO, E 756 454 377 141 25 34 103 31 5 38 77 
MO , W 676 422 354 177 14 42 48 39 . 19 68 
Serre 312 214 187 117 4 32 17 10 2 5 27 
i eee as 152 105 90 60 - “ 13 5 - a 15 
rrr 253 170 148 110 a 1 1 17 1 - 22 


Lee 


FU b 


TABLE E 1. 


FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 


PERSONS 


RELEASE 


MANDA- 
TORY 


MILI- 
TARY 
PAROLE 


REMOVED 


UNDER 
SUPER - 
VISION 
JUNE 30 
1987 


363 _38 255 1,225 9.952 

33 3 14 110 955 

b 2 5 31 264 

16 4 2 90 565 

4 1 6 28 229 

H 2 - 70 495 

80 10 46 201 1,749 

22 2 6 92 454 

1,913 1,554 562 131 367 242 124 7 121 359 2,698 
1,207 963 264 80 274 213 70 7 55 244 1,943 
3,727 3,117 327 115 592 631 290 32 130 610 6,289 
218 167 65 9 9 50 22 ' M1 51 413 
460 356 77 26 173 49 15 - 16 104 541 
784 701 306 2 84 151 98 5 55 83 1,491 
216 186 96 ' 26 30 18 7 3 30 385 
479 412 212 12 30 107 37 3 "1 67 936 
407 355 168 . 21 97 4) 9 13 52 820 
381 307 99 5 120 53 21 3 ' 74 526 
441 363 119 47 117 56 18 ; 5 78 617 
341 270 185 2 12 38 20 3 10 7 560 
2,223 1,793 937 145 197 287 133 19 75 430 4,765 
1,000 839 521 62 51 107 55 5 38 161 2,561 
192 133 64 2 35 16 9 1 6 59 372 
212 167 58 24 29 34 15 , 6 45 335 
234 179 80 20 1" 42 12 4 10 55 402 
335 268 96 25 50 55 29 6 7 67 590 
168 143 84 2 14 27 7 2 7 25 320 
82 64 34 10 7 6 6 - 1 18 1865 
2,145 1,800 792 158 187 360_ 177 14 112 345 3,934 
238 199 90 20 32 37 16 ' 3 39 438 
155 122 53 14 28 12 9 2 4 33 252 
67 50 25 6 9 5 4 1 - 17 142 
121 106 53 8 9 18 11 1 6 1§ 183 
356 315 128 11 16 56 49 3 52 41 613 
366 315 107 32 16 114 24 3 19 51 844 
374 312 123 36 25 62 38 - 18 62 724 
181 156 75 17 25 20 " 2 , 25 345 
103 73 46 4 10 4 3 - 2 30 154 
184 152 92 10 7 28 12 1 2 32 239 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT 


TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 
PERSONS 
UNDER U.S. 
SUPER- TOTAL PRE- MAGIS- 

CIRCUIT VISION LESS JUOGE TRIAL TRATE MANDA - MILI- RECEIVED 
AND JuLy 1 | TOTAL TRANS- PROBA - DIVER PROBA - TORY TARY SPECIAL BY 
DISTRICT 1966 |RECEIVEO FERS TION ~SION TION PAROLE RELEASE | PAROLE PAROLE | TRANSFER 

9TH... |_13, 188 T 8,890 7,108 3,104 279 1,933 735 _697 63 277 1,782 
AK...... 193 140 110 4) 4 46 5 7 3 4 30 
| Se 1,246 902 725 371 28 149 71 7 7 22 177 
CA,N 2,144 1,186 1,020 372 69 336 91 108 9 35 166 
Ca,E 1, 106 718 515 125 9 212 60 56 8 25 203 
ca,c 3,984 2,215 1,607 803 46 137 257 256 20 86 608 
ca,S 1,405 1,601 1,389 594 12 586 74 76 3 44 212 
eae 310 230 196 146 - 16 16 6 1 "1 34 
Bs cesee 260 174 142 56 50 20 8 5 2 1 32 
MT...... 270 187 161 100 22 10 13 15 . ! 26 
Bc cseee 529 528 439 110 ° 257 38 24 ! 9 89 
OR...... 580 343 273 150 9 33 38 28 3 12 70 
Wa,E 273 134 94 48 13 18 6 5 * a 40 
WA,wW 78) 487 393 152 17 113 51 32 6 22 g4 
GUAM 107 45 aa 36 - - 7 - - 1 ’ 
NMI... - - ° - - : ° . - - - 

10TH. . |__ 3,446 2,415 1,992 847 112 418 323 184 34 74 423 
. 2a 786 513 397 115 10 128 82 35 9 18 116 
KS 468 365 319 134 40 49 44 32 7 13 46 
NM... ... 593 366 299 105 20 73 59 21 10 "1 67 
OK,N 316 266 224 146 . 6 35 25 2 10 42 
OK,E 210 127 91 50 5 5 19 7 2 3 36 
OK Ww 534 399 337 145 18 55 67 37 - 15 62 
Oe esses 405 276 237 107 16 84 6 18 2 4 39 
WY... 6. 114 103 88 45 3 18 "1 9 2 : 15 

11TH. . 8,534 6,029 4,883 1,777 109 1,020 989 539 57 392 1,146 
AL,N.... 831 511 443 155 36 148 65 25 ° 14 68 
AL,M.... 283 244 206 72 2 94 21 12 ! a 38 
AL,S.... 340 225 187 100 3 17 45 "1 3 8 38 
eer 569 493 422 84 . 176 103 30 5 24 71 
FL,M.... 1,665 1,135 808 317 19 91 190 103 19 69 327 
FL,S.... 2,689 1,653 1,503 615 ba $1 351 254 5 227 350 
GA,N.... 1,25) 852 682 263 8 161 134 59 im 26 170 
GA,M.... 482 403 357 88 21 1865 35 13 8 7 46 
GA,3.... 424 313 275 83 20 77 45 32 5 13 38 


TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FRO’ SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
PERSONS 
U.S. UNDER 
PRE- | MAGIS- REMOVED] SUPER- 
TOTAL LESS JUDGE TRIAL TRATE MANDA- MILI- BY VISION CIRCUIT 
RE- TRANS - PROBA- | DIVER PROBA- TORY TARY |SPECIAL | TRANS- | JUNE 30 AND 
MOVED FERS TION -SION TION PAROLE | RELEASE PAROLE | PAROLE FER 1987 DISTRICT 
8.4 6,800 2,767 460 1,816 825 606 50 276 1,686 | 13,590 9TH 
126 87 46 b 14 10 3 2 6 39 i heeeed AK 
89) 717 282 75 183 77 64 4 32 174 +. <2 Bees Az 
1,140 970 295 136 316 106 87 4 26 170 2,190 CA,N 
684 522 166 10 174 89 56 ? 20 162 1,140 CA,E 
2,275 1,933 908 89 319 278 242 12 85 342 3,924 .CA,C 
1,518 1,103 477 19 424 75 59 1 ar 415 1,488 .CA,S 
158 126 65 2 29 10 7 2 "1 32 i penega HI 
149 103 46 20 16 13 5 2 1 46 i rene 1D 
143 116 64 21 13 1 n - 1 27  & Beet Mr 
375 278 86 4 120 35 28 - 5 97 e-  seasgd NV 
340 284 m1 27 62 45 19 7 13 56 <2 meee OR 
163 148 71 39 19 5 © 4 4 35 224 WA,E 
483 391 137 12 127 67 24 6 19 92 785 WA ,W 
23 22 13 - - 4 - - 4 1 129 GUAM 
- - - - - - - - - . , HB eeses NMI 
2,305 1,816 675 185 440 267 168 18 63 489 3,556 10TH 
468 385 129 10 127 65 35 b 13 83 FF iver co 
367 310 121 61 45 42 ra) 5 é 57 i peeees KS 
374 289 81 52 82 34 22 2 16 85 me: Sesend NM 
218 154 PY.) - 12 30 18 - 6 64 364 OK,N 
123 90 44 4 7 22 9 1 3 33 214 OK,E 
388 311 103 20 77 59 35 3 14 77 545 OK ,W 
269 211 81 32 72 9 14 - 3 58 © penecd uT 
98 he 28 t 18 6 7 1 - 32 i i feteet wy 
5,187 4,332 1,599 189 898 820 491 55 280 855 9,376 11TH 
564 498 208 4) 147 60 24 4 14 bt 778 AL.N 
198 162 63 5 54 20 13 % 2 36 329 AL,M 
154 112 62 3 . 25 9 - 7 42 411 AL,S 
44) 358 69 1 165 82 26 “ 7 83 621 FL,N 
953 763 328 44 97 143 a4 16 51 190 1,847 FLLM 
1,520 1,326 539 4 72 279 247 “ 177 194 3,022 FL,S 
801 664 225 23 218 123 53 7 15 137 1,302 ..GA,N 
263 216 54 36 75 34 1 3 3 47 622 ..GA,M 
293 233 51 32 64 54 24 a 4 60 444 .GA,S 


yee 


TABLE —€ 2, FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1967 


cracult 
AND SPECIAL 
orstar.” PAROLE 
rovau 13,492 42,906 0 1.428 2d e880 $41 4,142 
inseses 1,609 507 - 267 614 [| 2 48 
1ST 2.027 1,282 60 $7 210 im 2) — i 
Pi crees 173 104 5 6 3) 3 5 19 
Dihawees 967 603 50 23 110 27 7 147 
Phecees 123 ne 4 4 7 1 2 " 
> seees 161 95 3 6 26 7 - 14 
ih saces 613 366 18 18 126 13 ? 65 
2N0 6,126 2,742 76. 546 _ | _ 935 223 47 $57 
ae 605 462 2 12 76 22 4 27 
NY. 312 201 6 4) 38 6 6 14 
wv .€ 2,419 1,414 61 225 390 115 17 197 
ny,S 2,190 1,200 ’ 186 337 70 13 293 
NY, 49? 309 6 73 76 10 5 18 
ee seaee 103 66 - 9 18 - 2 4 
3RO | $092 2.272 155 528. 17 102 27 28) 
Peeves 129 76 3 19 7 5 2 7 
«er 1,666 1,120 9! 32) 211 36 12 75 
PAE 1,769 1,306 104 167 42 4 139 
PAM 336 232 12 36 36 5 1 
PAW 748 425 46 48 165 13 1 40 
Peer 224 113 - - 101 1 - 9 
4TH 7,722 2.915 89 1,933 1,312 128 79 266 
eee 2,053 e74 - 664 383 4b 10 76 
WCE 884 477 " 223 127 15 15 16 
NC 604 37) 7 49 126 5 5 31 
NC Ww 779 462 12 141 123 15 3 23 
ta eese 9862 $11 25 177 191 17 18 43 
va,€ 1,393 484 "1 613 200 18 15 52 
va. 402 277 3 48 58 4 6 6 
wy. 257 166 3 3 55 3 1 6 
wy.S 368 273 7 16 49 5 6 13 


TABLE E€ 2. 


FEDERAL 


PROBATION SVSTEM 


PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1967 


criacult 
ANO 
OISTRICT 


£ SO L$ FROM ILNSTITUTI ON § 
u.Ss. 
MAGIS- 
JUOGE TRATE MANDA MILI- 

PROBA- PRETRIAL TORY SPECTAL 

TOTAL TION OIVERSION RELEASE PAROLE 
| 9.962 5,13! 176 1,758 1,574 193 53 _ 467. 
955 536 46 166 143 19 5 48 
264 169 3 54 37 a 1 6 
565 3468 18 122 62 12 5 4 
229 120 2 64 35 3 2 3 
495 312 14 6) 69 "1 3 5 
1,749 1,066 6! 126 363 46 8 69 
454 305 - 39 79 16 5 10 
2,606 1,364 9 703 363 46 + 162 
1,043 919 33 413 393 34 16 136 
|__6.209 | 9,720 73 ee | 1,105 172. __ 56 
413 253 6 im 101 9 - 23 
64) 252 25 124 106 14 ’ 20 
1,491 756 - 236 269 56 13 165 
365 256 - 62 an 2 a 15 
936 $96 4 79 161 33 17 24 
620 536 1 32 169 31 5 26 
$26 270 1 109 121 14 4 7 
617 359 34 117 74 5 6 20 
560 436 2 16 71 6 a 25 
4,765 2,440 13) 294 $38 129 19 214 
2,56) 1,991 60 110 208 68 5 119 
372 282 6 21 43 1 1 a 
335 196 24 29 64 7 2 23 
402 264 13 19 68 8 3 27 
590 365 14 62 65 14 7 23 
320 23) A 16 44 14 - ir 
165 11 10 17 36 7 1 3 
3,934 2,36! 151 352 656 118 20 266 
436 235 59 50 66 9 2 17 
252 166 1 22 29 10 2 12 
142 103 5 10 19 1 1 3 
1863 117 2 7 34 5 ’ 17 
613 320 8 43 109 30 6 97 
B44 435 28 67 215 25 6 68 
724 439 17 Qu 105 18 6 40 
345 253 7 42 32 3 4 4 
184 11 1 10 23 3 - 6 
239 182 13 2 24 14 2 2 


TABLE E€ 2. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1967 


CO LS§ FROM LuesS Ti Tuy i ON § 
U.S. 
MAGIS- 

CrACcUIT JUOGE TRATE MANDA 

AND PROBA - PRETRIAL PROBA - TORY SPECTAL 
OISTRICT TOTAL TION OI VERSION PAROLE RELEASE PAROLE 

Le 

orn 13,590 7,04! 203 2,938 1,403 444 82 579 
AK. .... 207 109 5 53 7 6 a 13 
ar 1,267 762 37 228 133 47 7 43 
CA,N 2,190 1,107 76 649 194 74 12 79 
ca,e 1,140 614 19 355 144 60 15 43 
ca,Cc 3,924 2,476 67 553 465 140 23 190 
ca, 1,468 790 12 45) 106 45 77 
362 296 2 27 25 4 1 22 
Pere 265 192 31 36 13 ' 8 
wy 314 23) 21 4 30 16 ° 3 
NV 662 310 5 270 70 6 ' 18 
rr 563 393 4 70 68 17 4a 22 
wae 224 164 7 4) 4 3 - 10 
waw 765 398 23 169 94 29 5 47 
GuaAM 129 109 - 2 13 - 1 a 

10TH 2,019 102 608 $30 24 38 165 
eae 63) 397 16 205 136 rz} 13 4) 
KS 466 302 32 50 65 10 a 19 
De 565 260 16 131 100 15 8 35 
OK LN 364 268 1 13 46 16 2 17 
Ox,€ 214 161 5 17 28 3 2 A 
OK,w 545 265 14 73 123 15 - 35 
ut 412 253 15 109 16 8 A 7 
wy 19 63 4 10 14 4 1 3 

11TH 9,376 5,106. 89 1,144 1,925 30! 83 728 
ALN 778 475 23 117 123 17 1 22 
AL.«@ 329 158 ’ 98 43 8 A 17 
AL,S 411 269 4 31 62 4 5 16 
FLL 621 239 ’ 134 162 16 ct 4) 
FL.M 1,647 1,053 22 171 390 6! 25 125 
a oa 3,022 1,648 1 129 672 139 13 420 
GA,N 1,302 756 - 203 250 33 im 49 
GA,™ 622 314 19 184 73 7 a 16 
GAa.s 444 194 18 77 110 16 7 22 


Lee 


TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT ANDO OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 30, 1987 
GENERAL OFFENSES 

cCracult 

AND EMBEZ- auto 
OISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIOE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 
TOTAL 73,432 295 2,986 759 A428 6,516 6,083 15,035 78) 
ee 1,603 26 198 | 49 53 182 9! 243. — 

1ST. 2,027 4 $2 12 6. 20) 163. 37) 12 
Jae 173 ! 3 a - 16 18 23 3 
MA... ..., 967 2 32 5 5 6) 67 165 5 
eee 123 1 4 - - 4 "1 37 1 
mie eeees 161 - 3 - - 8 12 33 3 
613 - 10 3 ! 109 55 93 - 

2ND.. 6,126 i3 269 36 32 617 502 1,33! 33 
Tree 605 2 26 5 1 42 57 154 3 
NY .N 312 1 im 2 5 26 42 74 1 
wv .€ 2,419 4 125 17 16 283 211 550 14 
NY.S 2,190 3 94 7 4 193 149 415 12 
NY Ww 497 3 30 2 6 64 38 124 3 
mb eeaee 103 - 3 3 - 9 5 14 ® 

SRD. 5,092 35 198° 58 44 500 389. 1,376 3) 
Pee 129 . 6 3 2 19 4 26 3 
menses 1,666 4 55 15 12 196 134 576 8 
PA,E 1.769 2 58 16 2 143 117 519 12 
PAM 336 - 16 3 2 31 29 78 1 
PAW 748 1 49 1 1 71 66 170 7 
mi ceees 224 28 14 20 25 40 7 7 - 

4TH 7,722 28 395. 97 66 665 $22 1,278 8) 
rrr 2,053 4 126 18 23 162 146 253 16 
NC,E 664 2 4B 14 4 117 57 174 6 
NC .M 604 1 59 6 1 56 55 123 4 
NC Ww 779 3 35 13 2) 57 45 177 6 
lo 982 1 42 imc) 6 60 61 167 24 
VA,E 1,393 12 69 22 5 121 63 161 5 
VAWw . 402 4 4 4 2 15 22 72 6 
WV .N 257 - - - 2 17 22 50 1 
wy.s 368 1 5 1 2 26 31 6! 13 


s 


————— ll 


TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 30, 1967 


GENERAL OF FENSES~-CONTINUEO SPECIAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY | WEAPONS i 1QUOR, 

ANO CONTAL ‘0 ANO lent - INTER- crAcUIT 
COUNTER-| mani NAR - sue- FIRe- GRATION NAL POSTAL AND 
FEITING HUANA COTICS| STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER Laws REVENUE Lawse OTHER DISTRICT 
_ 4,616 6.78)! 10,783 2,099 2,744 2,063 9,392 2,830 20. 908 2,593 ». TOTAL 

125 4) 220 1396. .'! 46 $i ! : 9 22 tonne 
182 197 479 $0 .' 29 ! 52 ! “ 64 1ST 
7 3) 4? a 6 > 6 - - - 2 Me 
38 10) 258 39 4? 29 60 6 - 7 20 MA 
5 156 14 2 9 4 6 - - - 6 NIK 
24 ” 32 2 ! 2 ” a - ' me Te ecerel RI 
78 32 128 3 5 ' 25 43 1 —— 2 geeeud PR 
264 — 229 1,719 140 167 16 276 102 - 127 23) 2N0 
22 34 140 2) 34 4 14 b - " 29 cT 
3 4 as 23 3 3 2) a - 4 22 NY.N 
125 66 $22 43 73 5 144 43 - 56 98 NYE 
62 66 886 42 35 3 63 33 - 33 50 NY,S 
21 26 90 ? " 3 " 16 - 17 25 NY Ww 
1 7? 36 4 1 3 - - - 7 .vT 
310 202 604 322 132 56 33) 26 ° 120 186 3RD 
9 ” 15 10 ? 2 9 - - 4 2 oe 
72 we 323 63 ay 23 125 21 - 38 64 NU 
135 3) 262 205 57 10 112 2 - 58 48 Pa.e€ 
27 12 48 15 12 12 29 1 1 19 PAM 
53 49 196 28 23 9 3) - - 18 33 PA.W 
14 14 20 1 4 - 25 2 - 1 S Me saceve vi 
44) 600 __ 839 312 352 1,026 437 15 18 16 474 4TH 
4) 60 378 95 62 444 96 4 - 19 64 .. MO 
4) 95 38 " 32 14) 3) 2 - 5 72 .NC,E 
74 2) 5) 27 4) 6 42 1 5 » 23 . NC M 
63 72 33 18 24 40 64 3 5 18 62 . NC Ww 
103 89 61 29 60 23 40 3 2 16 a: Oe 4c.aan sc 
47 131 121 62 $2 360 66 1 - 7 6e .VA,E 
30 42 39 15 49 yg 39 i] 6 - 38 . VA 
13 24 60 32 10 - 21 - - - 5 . WN 
9 46 68 23 22 3 38 - - 3 16 ..WV,S 


ABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPEAVI S108 BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 30, 1067 


GENERAL OFFENSES 

Ccracult 

Ano EmBEz- auto 
OISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUO THEFT 

STH | 9.352 16 EE 6 20 $70 $43 1,780 79 
La.€é.. 955 ! 26 6 i] 79 66 246 
LA.@.. 264 - 7 - 2 25 35 70 1 
LA,w.. 56 2 7 8 2 aan 56 163 9 
@S.N.. 229 - 5 - ’ 16 in) 39 16 
ms.s.. 405 1 10 12 1 40 47 120 5 
TKN... 1,749 3 26 2 ’ 128 121 450 14 
TA,E.. 454 - 13 ’ 2 4) a4 112 9 
Tx,S.. 2,696 a 34 W 9 1§3 132 257 19 
Tx 1,943 5 26 10 1 145 wt 33) 4 

6TH 6,289 13 415 33. 19 65! 578 1,369 142 
KV.E.. 413 1 24 ' 6 35 22 7 18 
Kv... 64) 1 36 5 4 73 42 112 7 
MI.€.. 1,491 1 100 6 2 166 110 272 33 
wi.w.. 3865 ' 12 ’ ’ 27 63 100 ’ 
On N.. 936 4 97 8 i] 92 97 223 1§ 
On,.S.. 620 - 6) - 2 63 115 162 18 
T™,E. 526 1 26 5 2 45 41 124 19 
Tm... 617 2 20 2 ’ 92 58 119 12 
Tr.Ww.. 560 2 19 5 - 46 30 166 19 

7TH 4,765 10 141 3) 2) 646 513 1,233 _60 
IL.N 2,56! 7 65 14 3 439 271 723 30 
1L.Cc 372 - 7 3 2 28 64 69 - 
1.,.$ 335 - 10 1 3 46 25 75 - 
IN.N.. 402 ’ " ’ 3 42 34 92 16 
In,S.. 590 2 26 3 5 48 54 100 7 
iP 320 - 15 6 5 27 37 108 5 
wi.w.. 165 - 7 3 - 16 28 46 a 

6TH 3,934 3) 166 79 35 376 326 963 58 
ARE... 436 ’ 16 3 4 33 28 135 16 
AR.wW.. 252 1 + - 2 23 19 65 8 
IA.N.. 142 - 2 ’ - 4 14 56 . 
i A 163 - 4 ’ 2 20 23 4g - 
.—lU 613 4 34 " 3 a4 $2 125 5 
MO,E.. 644 3 43 5 3 78 96 166 12 
MO.W.. 724 - Ck) 2 4 68 54 192 " 
Mh 56666 345 2 3 1 - 27 18 101 2 
ci sbs 164 7 1 18 5 14 8 33 3 
> éabes 239 13 6 37 12 55 14 4) ’ 


TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 30, 1987 


GENERAL OF FENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY WEAPONS LIQUOR, 

ANnOd COWTRL 'O and lami - INTER- Circult 
COUNTER- MARI - WAR- - FIRE- GRATION WAL POSTAL AND 
FEITING WUANA corics STANCES arms TRAFFIC OTHER Laws REVENUE Lawse OTHER DISTRICT 
—— Ah h_§ lS 18) 23) 1,320 2 $4 $94. STH 

$6 59 154 46 26 7 35 10 - 9 100 . LA,E 
22 16 16 8 10 4 3 5 - 8 32 . LAL 
36 26 7 3 23 45 19 20 1 2 62 . Law 
33 19 7 4 u 56 6 - - - 6 . 4S,N 
46 39 27 30 26 32 19 1 1 3 33 . MS, 
168 96 223 74 63 8 52 176 - 15 125 .. TKAN 
40 29 36 29 7 2 16 18 - ae wei | 
75 599 300 62 109 12 47 752 - 13 90 TKS 
96 175 267 102 70 13 34 336 - "1 164 TK,W 
526 380 $56 206 | 269 264 297 2) — 6TH 
46 35 38 10 24 a 25 3 ° 42 - Fl 
38 46 32 + 22 40 34 2 - ' 37 Kv 
96 70 22) 173 57 66 a4 7 - 23 $2 MIE 
28 35 46 3 16 5 14 ! - 2 29 . Mow 
756 36 69 17 aa "1 6) 3 - 26 35 OWN 
$6 69 9! 30 32 6 38 3 - 10 22 ..0n,S 
40 23 40 15 21 56 26 - - 6 32 oo nen 
63 32 aa 15 4) 64 19 - - 4 24 TN Me 
84 34 55 14 12 8 34 2 - 2 8 ™ Ww 
277 272 642 _ 127 178 14 203 64 e $2 22) 7TH 
112 68 333 50 6) 8 112 50 - 33 142 , Ty | 
19 38 54 5 22 5 12 4a ~ a 16 oobbee 
16 38 60 14 2! 10 12 - - 2 3 -1L,S 
49 26 61 12 14 2 14 3 - 1 19 ..1N,N 
48 62 69 40 2) 45 28 3 - a 25 m | 
§ 12 47 3 2 1 2 - 8 8 . WI é 
19 6 18 3 10 2 14 2 - - 8 . Wie 
177 61) 225 133 ——_ 26 2 30. 225 6TH 
se 6 38 24 + 1 13 2 5 36 . ARE 
29 18 14 17 12 4 14 6 . - 4 . ARS 
5 ’ 27 2 7 ’ 16 - - - 1 IA,N 
"1 12 wu + 3 ’ 3 1 - 2 7 .1A,$ 
24 27 160 32 26 10 18 3 2 5 — mm +++ ean MN 
56 26 169 68 34 5 37 2 - 13 28 ..M0,€ 
68 43 99 28 23 3 2! 4 - a 57 40 ,a 
14 16 56 35 5 3 14 2 - ! x Brrr: NE 
12 6 12 6 5 1 4 4 - - 86h hCU*eh eR NO 
" 14 4 a i) 1 7 - - - 10 so 


Lee 


TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT ANO OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 30, 19867 
GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 

ANO EMBE Z- AUTO 
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY | LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

9TH. 13,590 69 672 209 93 1,073 1,466 2,560 $3 
eee 207 ’ " 3 1 24 25 38 . 
ee 1,257 34 43 57 7 100 102 197 7 
CA,N 2,190 3 53 23 45 141 525 396 2 
CA,€ 1,140 - 83 14 4 93 102 166 6 
ca,C 3,924 6 313 27 6 327 312 853 19 
CaA,S 1,468 1 37 15 2 69 73 175 2 
Bo scees 382 - 5 7 2 42 34 54 1 
eee 285 3 3 ' - 28 22 69 3 
es 900% 314 12 1 29 16 54 30 46 1 
le vevee 682 3 19 6 2 45 40 165 4 
ee 583 1 49 7 4 57 83 138 3 
WA,E 224 ’ 6 2 2 17 16 45 2 
WA ,w 765 3 46 18 2 63 83 180 3 
GUAM 129 1 3 - - 13 19 38 - 

10TH 3,556 19 107 4) 12 296 322 750 58 
eee 83) 5 34 8 4 57 93 152 5 
Spree 486 3 10 1 1 35 35 107 9 
NM. 585 6 9 21 5 53 50 95 2 
OK .N 364 - 7 ’ - 37 36 79 " 
OK ,€ 214 - 1 - - 19 20 69 16 
OK Ww 545 2 31 2 1 48 43 122 i. 
Bb teese 412 2 13 3 1 39 38 109 3 
eer 119 1 2 5 - 8 7 17 1 

11TH 9,376 21 255 64 27 669 598 1,78) i124 
AL,N 778 2 34 2 2 73 62 151 21 
AL,M 329 - 4 2 1 37 19 59 5 
AL,S 41) 2 8 3 1 27 41 98 9 
FL,N 621 - 17 5 - 45 35 107 7 
FL,M 1,847 6 58 12 6 128 119 412 28 
FL,S 3,022 4 37 13 5 110 142 470 " 
GA ,N 1,302 5 64 1 7 147 119 298 34 
GA,™ 622 2 14 14 1 62 37 113 5 
GA,S 444 - 19 2 4 40 24 73 4 


TABLE E 3. 


FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 30, 


1967 


GENERAL OFFENSES~--CONTINUED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


FORGERY WEAPONS LIQUOR, 

AND CONTRL ‘DO AND IMMI - INTER- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI - NAR- suB- FIRE- GRATION NAL POSTAL. AND 
FEITING HUANA coTICcs STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER Laws REVENUE LAaws® OTHER DISTRICT 

739 956 __1,675 489 419 696 597 955 ! 239 629 9TH 
9 7 28 2 4 22 4 1 - - —  ¢ee008 AK 
49 151 138 26 71 12 79 104 1 27 — Mm eseegs Az 
110 118 276 96 31 182 69 18 - 38 62 CA,N 
77 65 117 65 46 91 50 49 - 28 44 CA,E 
237 251 486 104 116 129 121 356 - 83 178 -68.6 
57 177 241 91 23 im 46 378 - 18 72 CA,S 
14 40 68 7 8 8 83 1 - 1 > Me sessed HI 
15 1 17 "1 18 5 19 27 - 3 .—lEF eeeerrr 10 
19 12 24 4 14 - 14 1 ~ 5 —_— me ghened mT 
31 16 57 15 19 164 47 3 - 21 — Mm guesses NV 
34 34 54 26 25 1 21 7 - 5 — 86h Mo ¥'7 6 eg OR 
33 21 32 7 12 3 2 7 - 1 15 WA,E 
4g 30 113 13 28 68 26 2 - 4 as WA .wW 
5 3 24 - 4 - 16 1 ~ - 2 GUAM 

270 177 476 145 177 150 166 128 - 40 222 10TH 
44a 42 136 34 28 32 47 28 - 17 —h a eerie co 
36 14 67 19 38 57 23 7 - 2 —_— me eeeen KS 
15 34 75 16 30 18 25 67 - 7 mitt NM 
42 28 46 23 16 1 18 5 - 1 13 OK,N 
22 13 9 14 9 1 8 2 - 1 10 .OK,E 
58 28 92 23 27 5 19 1 - 4 18 ’ OK .w 
47 12 31 14 14 30 17 6 - 8 — Mm sebseen uT 
6 6 20 2 15 6 a 2 - - . ae eer wy 

65! 1,502 1,495 275 424 483 486 119 6 54 342 11TH 
95 40 75 27 47 87 34 2 2 7 15 ALN 
2) 36 23 10 22 74 7 - - 4 5 ALM 
58 45 59 6 20 5 18 - - 2 4 AL,S 
24 114 116 17 15 56 36 3 1 23 FL.N 
12) 294 312 52 63 19 121 27 - 7 62 FL.M 
182 785 728 90 148 6 96 79 1 iS) 106 Le 
78 80 122 46 58 62 78 7 - 16 70 GAN 
28 41 20 16 34 116 69 - 2 6 42 GA,™ 
44 67 40 1 17 58 27 1 1 2 10 UA,S 


* OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 
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TABLE E 4. 


FEDERAL 


PROBATION SVSTEM 
PROBATIONERS RECEIVED FROM JUDGES FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 


1967 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


TERM OF SUPERVISION (IN MONTHS) 
PERCENT 
TO BE 

CIRCUIT 60 AVG. SUPERVISED 
AND AND TERM 2 VEARS 
OISTRICT TOTAL 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25-35 36 37-59 OVER (MOS. ) OR MORE 
TOTAL... 15,13) 143 37 575 235 1,915 31) 4,815 1,268 5,812 43 93.5 
eee 268 1 1 in 4 40 2 116 13 80 40 93.7 
1ST 513 15 1 48 4 173, rc) 17) 23 69 32. 86.7 
Tis sees 54 - - 4 - 19 3 21 1 6 32 92.6 
MA...... 258 2 1 19 4 115 5 78 12 22 30 89.9 
ms eseee 14 - - - - 3 - iD - - 33 100.0 
18 - - - - 7 - 7 - 4 36 100.0 
eee 169 13 - 25 - 29 54 10 37 33 77.5 
2N0. 1,34 23 4 73 22 191 28 437 150 4\7 40 90.9 
errr 139 2 1 2 1 14 1 49 14 55 44 95.7 
NY,N 113 1 - 18 2 44 1 22 13 2 25 72.6 
NV,E 333 4 - 6 2 25 5 80 46 165 47 96.4 
NY.S 602 3 3 36 14 84 13 241 51 157 39 90.7 
NY ,W 126 3 - « 1 18 8 33 25 29 39 89.7 
ae 32 - - 2 2 6 - 12 1 ) 38 87.5 
3RO. 1,034 7 1 50 19 138 18 292 108 401 43 92.6 
i, seas 38 ! - 2 1 3 - 16 7 8 39 89.5 
ess 4 65 330 - - 19 1 39 1 132 31 107 42 93.9 
PAE 358 5 1 12 7 29 8 60 54 162 47 93.0 
PA,M 96 - - 4 4 34 3 33 1 12 31 66.5 
PAW 158 1 ~ 7 4 10 1 31 15 89 48 92.4 
v1. 54 - - 1 2 23 5 20 - 3 30 94.4 
4TH 1,437 9 2 62 20 146 27 498 83 $90 43 93.5 
MO. . 284 - 1 15 9 38 1 97 34 78 40 91.2 
NC,E 182 - - 5 2 17 - 30 4 119 50 96.2 
NC,M 108 - - - 1 - - 20 3 84 54 99.1 
NCW 141 3 - 6 1 26 - 57 3 45 39 92.9 
Peer 157 - - 1 - 11 2 51 4 88 48 99.4 
VA,E 208 3 1 18 2 37 7 94 9 37 35 68.5 
vA,W 108 2 - a 2 7 1 78 3 1 36 92.6 
wv .N 108 - - - - 3 3 29 10 63 50 100.0 
wy,S 141 1 - 13 3 7 2 42 6 65 44 87.9 


TABLE E 4. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PROBATIONERS RECEIVED FROM JUDGES FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


TERM OF SUPERVISION (IN MONTHS) 
PERCENT 
TO BE 

CIRCUIT 60 AVG. SUPERVISED 
AND AND TERM 2 VEARS 
OISTRICT TOTAL 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 | 25-35 36 37-59] OVER (MOS. ) OR MORE 
GWM... 1,873 12 2 23. 17 98 34 536 237 914 47 97.1 
a8. . 230 . a 5 3 17 4 95 14 68 44 96.5 
LA,M@.. 40 - - ~ - - - 4 4 32 56 100.0 
LA,W.. 128 1 7 7 - 17 1 18 3 61 468 93.8 
MSN... 4) - - - - 4 - 21 4 12 43 100.0 
mS,.S.. 97 1 - 1 2 1 2 22 1 57 50 95.9 
TX,N.. 381 2 1 5 a 16 14 138 61 136 44 95.8 
T™X,E.. 15 ~ 1 1 - 5 1 25 3 39 47 97.3 
Ta.B.. 594 6 - 4 4 24 7 177 123 249 47 97.6 
TX W.. 287 2 - - - 14 1 36 14 220 54 99.3 
6TH 1 14 4 66 _—56 319 48 573 77 341 37 90.4 
KY,E.. 80 - 1 - - 13 2 17 6 4) 46 98.8 
KYW... 123 3 ~ 6 - 48 2 34 - 30 35 92.7 
MILE... 318 5 3 4 6 69 1 1§2 24 54 36 94.3 
MIW.. 90 a 1 6 2 10 5 39 5 22 38 90.0 
OH,N.. 208 1 - y # 57 2 79 14 38 36 91.3 
OH,S.. 187 - 2 9 7 17 14 69 © 61 4) 90.4 
TNE... 105 2 - - 2 7 6 43 e 37 43 96.2 
™N.M.. 153 1 1 12 4 23 4 59 5 44 38 88.2 
TN W.. 238 2 - 20 27 75 12 61 7 14 29 79.4 
7TH 1,163 10 ~ 46 6 108 28 285 116 §54 45 93.8 
IL,N.. 612 4 10 5 34 7 127 68 355 49 96.6 
oF 110 - - 3 1 3 4 16 9 74 52 96.4 
a 79 2 - 18 - 7 2 11 3 36 40 74.7 
IN,N.. 123 - 1 5 - 17 1 48 16 35 41 95.1 
IN,S.. 123 3 4 5 2 34 9 45 7 14 33 88.6 
WI,é.. 81 1 - 5 13 4 23 5 30 41 92.6 
wiww.. 35 - 1 - - ~ 1 15 s 10 44 97.1 
8TH 936 6 30 19 205 35 355 83 201 37 93.9 
AR,E.. 84 1 . 4 4 7 1 47 10 1 33 90.5 
AR,W.. 52 - - ~ 1 11 25 3 5 35 98.1 
IA,N.. 65 1 - 1 2 13 . 32 3 13 37 93.8 
IA,S.. 49 - - 3 - 13 - 23 1 9 36 93.9 
MN... .. 139 7 - 4 6 66 3 4) 2 14 30 90.6 
MO,E.. 136 2 - 2 1 5 5 36 21 64 47 96.3 
MO,W.. 163 ~ 6 - 22 2 67 25 4) 41 96.3 
ae 96 - - 5 1 21 1 31 10 27 39 93.8 
ar 57 . 2 - 15 - 24 3 13 38 96.5 
Sar 95 - 4 4 32 6 29 5 14 33 90.5 


TABLE E 4. 
PROBATIONERS RECEIVED FROM JUDGES FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 


FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 


1987 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


| 
) 
TERM OF SUPERVISION (IN MONTHS) 
PERCENT 
TO BE 
CIRCUIT 60 AVG. SUPERVISED 
ANO ANO TERM 2 VEARS 
OISTRICT TOTAL 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25-35 36 37-59 OVER (MOS. ) OR MORE 
9TH... 2 13 a 89 17 216 23 617 146 =61,331 46 95.4 
ay 38 - - 5 - 8 - 10 3 12 38 66.8 
eee 9 xs 319 3 - y 6 30 3 72 26 165 46 94.4 
CA,N 342 2 - 1 1 22 1 89 19 197 48 95.9 
CA,E 104 - - 2 - 3 ~ 12 7 80 54 98.1 
ca,C 655 3 1 4 3 30 7 256 46 300 46 97.6 
Ca,s 469 1 - 16 - 23 3 193 10 223 46 96.4 
ms 462 08 140 - - re) - 39 - 34 4 54 40 93.6 
aS 5) - - 2 - 8 - 22 4 15 4) 96.1 
as £4.40:4 46 - - 7 5 22 3 39 7 156 35 67.8 
aa 101 - 1 2 . 2 3 19 10 64 5) 97.0 
ae 131 2 - 2 1 1 - 1 2 122 57 96.2 
WA,E.. 4) 1 - 4 - 5 - 18 3 10 38 87.8 
WA.w.. 137 1 1 5 1 17 4 46 5 57 43 94.2 
a GUAM. . 36 - 1 6 - 6 - 6 . 17 40 80.6 
10TH. 7 9 1 38 28 129 22 268 86 207 39 90.4 
rr 102 - - 2 - 7 1 34 19 39 46 98.0 
i eh a0% 126 1 - 19 - 27 1 53 2 23 34 64.1 
ee 101 1 - ’ 1 13 2 4y 1 33 4) 97.0 
OK,N. 137 2 - 5 3 1) 7 3) 28 50 44 92.7 
OK,E. 47 1 - - - g - 27 2 8 37 97.9 
OK,Ww.. 142 - - 5 16 47 4 40 13 12 31 85.2 
re 64-44 90 2 1 3 2 5 - 26 16 35 44 91.1 
a ere 43 2 - 3 6 10 2 8 5 7 32 74.4 
11TH. . 1,610 22 5 39 2) 152 31 467 166 707 45 94 6 
ALN. 140 3 - 7 13 6 51 19 41 4) 92.9 
ALM... 71 1 - 5 5 - 38 6 16 39 91.5 
AL,S.. 97 - - - - 1 - 6 3 67 57 100.0 
FLLN.. 75 - - 6 - 4 - 19 4 42 47 92.0 
FL iM 282 3 4 4 4 25 7 78 50 107 44 94.7 
FL.S 548 10 ’ 12 7 76 13 192 61 176 4) 94.5 
GA.N. 239 5 - 6 - 16 5 59 14 134 48 95.4 
GAM... 84 - - 3 2 10 - 15 3 5) 46 94.0 
GA,S.. 74 - - 3 1 2 - 4 6 53 52 94.6 


9Ee 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 


TABLE E 5. 


FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 


PERSONS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE, 


1987 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 

AND EMBEZ - auTO 
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE | ROBBERY |__ASSAULT | ZLEMENT FRAUO THEFT 
TOTAL 37,23) 98 1,360 485 231 2,225 2,398 _ 6, 367 364 
Sree 982 18 81 26 43 103 39 wi WW 

1ST. ! 43 10 3 _84 70 183 3 
me.. 109 ' - 2 ’ a 13 1 
MA. 505 - 1 4 ’ 21 34 109 ’ 
NH. 32 - - - - 2 2 12 1 
RI. 53 - 1 - - 3 2 13 - 
PR. 287 - ’ 4 ’ $2 23 36 . 

2N0 . 3,069 5 122 14 15 309 234 626 7 
PEE 230 1 7 - - 15 20 61 2 
NY.N 168 - 1 ' 3 16 27 46 - 
NYE 1,052 3 56 6 8 127 8! 192 5 
wY.S 1,303 * 49 7 1 102 63 248 6 
ny Ww 26) 1 7 1 2 43 22 71 3 
vt 55 - 2 2 ’ 6 ’ a 1 

93RD. 2,184 3 74 29 19 230 17 507 13 
DE. 77 - 2 3 - 13 2 19 ' 
le 782 2 19 14 6 76 44 219 8 
Pa.é 703 ! 30 5 - 60 2) 165 ’ 
Paw 71 e 2 ! 2 19 10 33 ! 
Paw 365 - 14 2 2 42 37 67 2 
vi. 86 - 7 4 9 20 3 6 . 

4TH... 4,24 4 149 67 27 32) 179 $12 _33 
Tr 1,207 2 54 15 8 63 43 62 10 
WC ,E.. $5) - 22 10 2 $3 21 67 1 
NC ,M.. 212 1 16 1 - 22 16 4! 1 
NCW. 390 1 13 "1 10 27 22 49 3 
Macias 362 - 13 8 2 39 21 81 9 
VA,E.. 950 - 28 19 2 100 32 80 a 
VA,W.. 190 1 2 - 5 6 30 1 
wy. 150 - ~ - 2 1 7 43 - 
wy.Ss.. 217 2 1 ! La W 39 4 


Lee 


TABLE E 5S. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE, 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


GENERAL OF FENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY WEAPONS LIQUOR, 
and CONTROL - ANO Temal - INTER- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER-| MaARI- LED suB- FIRE- GRATION NAL POSTAL AND 
FELTING HIUANA STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER Laws REVENUE Laws® OTHER OISTRICT 
2,322 3,138 5,829 1,555 1,409 2,807 1,784 1,418 ce 525 1,908 TOTAL 
_____ 90 20 210 125 49° - 40 - - a in 654554 oc 
78 78 228 22 34 22 67 50 = 6 24 1ST 
3 22 38 4 4 - 3 ’ - - 2 ¢seceud ME 
22 39 133 13 24 31 47 1 - 4 9 MA 
- 2 6 1 3 - i] - - - - im seseue NH 
+] 1 13 4a - ! 3 1 - 1 > 2 susaea RI 
44 14 38 - 3 - 13 47 - 1 PR 
113 78 1,005 69 80 6 136 44 - 88 108 2ND 
7 8 67 4 11 1 "I 2 4 -— me ¢eewad ct 
3 20 13 - - 12 10 - 6 5 NY.N 
a? 31 298 25 36 4 46 10 - 27 50 NYE 
48 24 562 20 22 - 59 - 35 32 wY.S 
4 4 40 2 3 1 7 14 - 16 15 NY.W 
2 3 18 ! o - 1 - - - > Oe waseee vT 
152 123 403 130 43 25 130 3 - 79 104 3RO 
7 9 7 3 - 2 a - - 4 - @ weevaed DE 
23 59 155 20 8 12 4) 1 - 28 Cl arr. NJ 
55 12 127 93 16 2 43 - - 35 37 PA.E 
18 5 28 6 7 8 21 - ~ 1 + PAM 
42 32 75 6 4 1 1§ - - 10 7 PAW 
7 . "1 - 3 - 6 2 - 1 > Te saseet vI 
2'5 389 469 163 164 1,026 273 2 4 37 215 4TH 
25 45 199 64 37 458 56 1 - 12 me 7) ¢<pead MO 
19 es 21 - 1 183 36 - - 3 32 NC,E 
37 3 31 7 13 . 9 - - 6 i .NC,M 
36 51 17 7 ) 51 49 - 1 5 28 NCW 
$3 40 17 6 16 14 14 - 2 5 .— FZ ier sc 
29 100 76 42 39 316 45 - - 5 33 .VA,E 
7 29 20 9 25 3 26 1 1 - 24 . VAL 
5 16 40 1§ 3 - 10 - - - 8 .. WV LN 
o 40 AR - im) i] 28 ~ 1 7 .wv,s 


TOR 


€ € 6. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEm 
PERSONS eeceivas FOR SUPERVISION BY OISTRICT AMD OFFENSE, 
OVRING THE TWELVE GONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1067 (EXCLUDES RELHSTATOMENTS AMD TRANSFERS) 
GENERAL OFFENSES | 

Cracult 

ano auto 

nL rT 

oT 1 = = l — |e ALL 1 7. 
a.t 624 - 3 ? - 4) 6 110 ’ 
La.e 101 - 1 . » "1 iT ' 
La. 300 ° 6 i ' 27 2) ay 6 
LS 109 - ’ - - 5 o 19 ' 
os.s 220 - 4 ¥ - 22 iT 39 3 
TALS 600 2 « 3 - 93 60 210 7 
mH, 210 - ? - ’ 21 22 63 
™*,S 1,566 2 10 10 4 65 65 163 10 
TAVe 3 a 5 ’ 7 4? 96 3 

6TH oe) 2 197 26 4 a1) 220. 959 1 
av.e.. 163 - 10 - 2 " 3 26 12 
av... 440 - 12 12 2 93 2) 63 5 
wi.eé.. 600 - 34 o 1 66 a4 169 16 
wie. 173 - A Q 1 " 26 36 2 
Onn. 413 ' 46 ' ’ 43 26 92 7 
On.S. 384 - 40 - - 46 60 76 6 
Tre 29) - 1 3 - 28 7 39 6 
Th. 363 i] 5 - 1 43 23 67 10 
Tw 330 ) 6 3 - 30 10 102 13 

71H SE EE ee =ClY 14 19 __ 245. 196 _ $i) mene 
IL. 975 * 27 5 2 142 99 269 16 
m,c¢ 176 - 4 1 1 7 24 4) 2 
1u.$ 193 - 2 - 2 29 12 AG - 
In.N 216 7 ” 2 27 16 $2 6 
In.S 304 - + 2 i] 21 23 47 3 
wi,€ 147 - 8 3 2 14 14 4) 3 
wl. 75 - 1 3 - . ra 7 1 

eTH 19 72 $5 19 16) 189 434 32 
are 238 - 6 ’ 3 18 14 68 6 
ARw@ 135 ! 7 2 2 4 A 21 4 
1A." 95 - ’ 1 - - 9 37 1 
1a, 104 - 1 ’ 10 15 5 
Lal 363 ' 9 5 3 27 31 7 2 
woe 375 - 16 ¢ 2 32 45 @ 7 
mo. 344 - 22 1 1 33 22 vi 4 
we. . 16) - 2 2 - 12 7 35 ! 
NO. 90 4 ] 12 3 7 3 20 3 
$o. 137 a 2 26 4 33 u iL) ° 


on 


Yasie € 6 FEDERAL PROBATION SvSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE, 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENOED JUNE 30, 1087 (EAC. UDES MEINSTATOMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


GENERAL OF FENSES~-CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY LtQuor, 

AND (Ate Inter cracutt 
COUNTER - GRATION wal POSTAL AND 
FEITING TRAFFIC OTHER Laws REVENUE Laws OTHER orsrTemicr 
—_ *F OC SS ae El lU Se =_— —_——_— = STM 

5 a 16 22 6 90 Lae 
14 1 2 2 16 LAM 
4 63 9 ” ' 1 46 LAvw 
16 46 ' 4 “SN 
2) 29 7 2 2 M5.5 
13 A 26 22 4 62 TRS 
22 2 ' ! 22 TA,E 
42 ? 23 356 6 56 ™*,S 
60 4 7 71 H 123 TA 
248 rani 162 S 44 a 6TH 
24 7 16 4 7 5 7 «ve 
20 40 '§ Cl) 12 65 20 3 ° 38 «vw 
46 56 139 97 32 37 22 2 68 36 _ @r.e 
13 24 22 2 6 : 5 ’ 7 ive 
26 22 43 4 25 2 39 16 16 On. 
14 39 42 16 13 8 16 2 5 10 .On,S 
nl 12 29 ” 16 70 16 A 23 Tre 
34 10 19 7 30 73 ‘4 5 if i | 
se 20 37 4 10 2 25 ! 4 Th.w 
136 129 216 $5 5 78 107 4 - _— 7TH 
56 36 166 16 29 6 47 2 16 45 Tun 
5 24 25 2 10 7? 10 2 2 4 u,.C¢ 
12 21 27 A "1 12 10 : 2 5 oF: 
26 12 26 4 o 2 4 - 1§ IN. 
22 258 4! 24 10 46 18 1 4 In,.S 
7 4 27 ' 3 3 10 1 wit 
6 7 12 - 3 - 8 a wi. 
165 ey 262 145 6! 17 70 16 2 "Hi ‘427 hi 
38 8 23 17 7 - 3 - - 2 24 . ARLE 
23 12 7 13 5 3 7 4 ’ 5 AR 
- - 23 2 5 - 14 - 2 1A. 
4 8 20 5 - . 2 - 2 5 1A,5 
13 12 110 2) 25 3 ey - 3 10 .. 
31 6 60 35 22 - 10 1 - 7 10 m0 .€ 
31 20 $7 16 6 - 4 3 - - 37 . we 
3 5 36 32 3 10 8 : - - 26 Me 
12 2 5 4 3 ° 5 3 - ° 3 .."O 
10 13 ’ - 5 1 3 - - - ” .$o 


TABLE € 5. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE, 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


GENERAL OFFENSES 

cCrracult 

AND 
DISTRICT 
is cvees 107 - 1 - - 16 12 12 
So 670 14 22 4) 6 37 67 44 3 
CA,N 1,003 1 26 18 33 62 212 141 ' 
cae 406 - 4) 12 5 39 29 6! 3 
ca,c 1,610 227 9 1 134 90 332 ) 
cas 1,323 29 14 ! 33 40 106 3 
HI 191 - 2 7 1 20 7 20 
10 137 - 1 1 12 4 25 ! 
a eee 160 7 16 12 16 18 25 ! 
NV... 416 3 1 6 2 19 a 56 . 
Ae 261 - 29 2 1 20 32 57 - 
wa.é.. 66 1 3 2 16 2 14 
wA.w.. 382 - 22 Zz) 20 27 77 - 
GUAM. . 44 1 - a | 1 

10TH } 1,939 11 48 26 4 161 128 356 35 
co 386 7 16 6 ! 29 30 70 ! 
Ks 314 6 1 ] 22 17 44 9 
he 290 ! 6 13 ! 32 22 44 2 
OK LN. 219 1 2 ! 24 13 45 4 
On,E. 90 - . 6 =) 276 12 
On .w 328 ! 12 1 20 22 72 5 
uT 226 5 ! 20 12 46 2 
wy 86 ! 2 4 4 3 4 

10TH en Se EE = EEE NS TS 
ALN 424 1 1 1 1 36 3) 51 10 
AL.«@ 208 3 ! 29 6 16 . 
AL.S 184 2 4 1 2 i 1 43 2 
FL WN 410 7 6 45 12 6) 2 
FL mM. 777 23 4 3 6) 43 132 13 
FL.S 1,453 - 17 3 2 ay 55 198 a 
GA.N 663 2 32 7 2 69 36 116 18 
GA .™ 356 5 ie 2 49 18 40 2 
GA,.S 262 - 6 3 2 27 q 35 ’ 


Yos 


TABLE € 5. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE, 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1087 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


bve 


GENERAL OF FENSES~-CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY WEAPONS LIQUOR, 

AND CONTROL - AND IMMl- INTER~ CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI WAR- LEO SuB- FIRE GRATION NAL POSTAL AND 
FETTING HMUANA corTics STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER Laws REVENUE Lawse OTHER OISTRICT 

se Ao 

98 486 49 266 22) 456 346 657 ! 437 956 | OTH 
5 6 im 1 3 17 2 - - - —_— mm eseeed AK 
18 101 6! 13 4) 6 aH 76 1 12 30 az 
56 62 13) 40 19 95 56 “ - 2) 23 CA,N 
30 35 5) 46 26 62 17 4 - 20 25 cA,eé 
101 57 202 43 46 37 46 65 - 45 62 ca,c 
38 174 200 76 14 - 26 49° - 13 66 cas 
7 15 27 6 3 ! 69 > ’ - Mm veeceet HI 
3 2 5 5 12 5 io) - 1 38 10 
? ? 10 2 7 - " ' - 6 7 mT 
16 3 32 5 13 1686 30 - 10 —lrLa arr NV 
15 ” 32 21 14 . 16 a 1 me 6 6¢és cae or 
10 7 13 2 5 1 3 1 - 1 6 . WA,E 
28 y 69 7 16 44 6 3 6 39 WA ve 
2 . 5 - - . 9 - - - 1 .. Guam 

— TO lL 10) 177 10) Jj 30 : 27 314 10TH 
17 | 14 56 26 17 36 19 3 - 10 29 co 
25 4 486 14 24 64 1§ - 2 14 KS 
10 21 25 " 16 23 12 20 4 —  eseame NM 
25 16 34 17 7 20 2 " OK,N 
10 5 5 ? 2 5 ! - 2 .OK,E 
44 1" oA 15 20 3 12 3 - 5 12 ..OKW 
29 4 18 12 5 37 yg - 6 16 oo ae 
! 6 12 - 10 14 q 1 b wy 

305 | 769 (12968 334 = * 4 _____ $50 __ 230 4 28 7 25 166 11TH 
38 18 34 13 29 128 14 ! 4 3 LAL 
10 23 10 " 9 78 “ - - 3 4 ALM 
26 25 34 3 9 - H - 1 5 ALS 
15 66 67 8 6 79 22 12 FLAN 
50 122 160 21 20 12 51 4 5 33 FL M 
92 44) 376 48 66 2 37 22 - 1 40 FL.S 
38 33 77 22 31 74 55 1 - 7 43 .GA,N 
14 29 1 7 10 118 19 - . 2 19 .. GA, 
22 32 29 4 59 16 2 7 .GA,S 


* OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 4, b 


TABLE E 6, FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS REMOVED AFTER COMPLETION OF TERMS IMPOSED BY JUDGES 
SHOWING ORIGINAL TERM IMPOSED AND AVERAGE TERM COMPLETED (IN MONTHS) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


T2127 WONTHS- 15-77 WORTHS 
CIRCUIT “KVG 
AND , EARLY ; 
DISTRICT TOTAL] TERM 
$22 


14 
121 
6 
10 
22 
198) 30 
29 3 
19 6 
6) 6 
67 7 
15 8 
7 - 
161 28 22 7) 34 34 44 172 25 59 
10 4 22 1 4 33 1 47 4 2 58 
45 7 23 109 29 34 14 44 58 10 59 
34 10 22 109 27 34 14 44 77 1 58 
22 1 23 24 6 35 - 43 10 - 59 
20 1 23 34 4 36 4 45 22 2 59 
30 5 22 1q 1 32 1 46 1 - 60 
4th 303 5 15 ee _ 72 22 13) 34 52 43 199 33 58 
Pee 190 85 1 5 12 59 31 21 62 28 33 13 42 3) 8 58 
NCE 110 58 2 12 12 4 22 aq 31 33 20 40 27 3 59 
NC.M™ 80 27 1 - 1 6 3 20 24 5 34 5 47 35 14 56 
NCW 165 53 7 4 10 53 23 22 54 18 33 7 42 37 1 59 
sc T 74 17 4 - 12 14 3 23 ay 7 35 2 44 19 5 59 
VA,E.. 122 35 23 2 10 25 7 22 54 23 33 2 45 14 1 59 
VA.W.. 68 16 4 2 10 re) 1 22 4d 13 34 - 40 14 - 60 
WV.N.. 33 7 - - - 5 - 4 1@ 4 35 3 43 4 - 58 
wyv,.s.. 38 5 2 2 8 - - 17 2 35 - 48 18 1 60 


TABLE E 6. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS REMOVED AFTER COMPLETION OF TERMS IMPOSED BY JUDGES 
SHOWING ORIGINAL TERM IMPOSED AND AVERAGE TERM COMPLETED (IN MONTHS) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30, 19867 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


T-TT GORTHS” 13-37 GONTHS 38-38 WONTHS 37-45 WONTHS | OVER 48 WONTHS 
CIRCUIT KVUG 1G VG" 4G 
ANO EARLY EARLY | MOS. EARLY | MOS. EARLY | MOS. EARLY] MOS. EARLY] MOS. 
OISTRICT TOTAL TERM | TOTA TERM | COMP TOTAL] TERM | COMP TOTAW TERM] COMP TOTAL] TERM] COMP TOTAL] TERM] COMP 
5TH 1 294 11 9 191 61 22 4) 116 34 3) . 
LAE 135 53 1 10 27 12 2) 5d 18 23 30 5 58 
LAM 22 5 - 12 3 - 22 7 2 34 7 1 58 
LAW 71 22 2 8 13 5 22 2q 6 33 26 4 58 
MSN 45 5 - - 7 2 23 264 3 35 4 - 60 
ms.S 40 5 - 12 8 2 22 1g 1 36 8 - 60 
TX,N 218 46 1 | 52 7 22 93 24 34 34 2 59 
TX,E 56 7 2 9 6 1 23 2) 1 35 19 - 60 
™,S 323 64 2) 3 6 51 20 21 137 37 33 67 9 59 
TX,w 158 67 2 10 24 12 21 43 24 33 60 10 59 
6TH 1 167 8 15 10 314 55 23 404 7) 35 124 20 59 
KY,E 50 10 1 10 9 2 21 12 2 35 16 1 59 
KYW 57 13 - 10 34 3 23 14 9 32 3 1 56 
MIE 226 26 1 - 1 62 6 23 114 14 35 16 2 57 
Ml.w 70 39 1 7 10 20 15 20 27 in 34 WW 5 57 
OH ,N 154 17 1 12 38 3 23 7g 8 35 20 4 59 
On,S 138 28 1 - 1 39 8 23 54 1 35 23 3 59 
TNE 74 10 7 "1 12 1 23 32 5 35 12 1 62 
™,M 80 12 4 . 12 23 2 23 ay 5 34 7 3 58 
™\ Ww 153 32 21 6 4 77 1§ 22 34 6 33 16 - 59 
7TH 706 ! 5 13 10 1 32 22 24 80 34 ! 17 $9 
IL,N. 379 77 H 8 69 16 22 114 26 35 113 14 59 
IL,C 43 12 1 10 4 2 21 19 5 34 10 2 56 
a. 49 32 2 4 5 2 22 24 24 32 4 1 59 
IN.N.. 62 26 1 11 19 9 22 2) 10 33 4 - 58 
se 80 12 - 12 38 3 22 22 2) 34 10 - 60 
WI.é.. 63 6 - 10 20 - 24 25 3 35 7 - 60 
wi iw. 30 4 7 3 - 22 2d 3 35 5 - 59 
8TH 596 161 13 10 17) 46 22 26 65 34, 64 13 59 
ARE 76 4 1 8 13 2 22 44 1 35 10 4 45 2 - 60 
AR.W 42 18 3 i0 16 9 21 14 3 34 5 3 43 1 - 54 
IA,N 19 4 2 10 5 2 22 4 1 34 7, 1 46 2 2 55 
IA,S 4) 23 - 12 15 10 22 14 im 31 5 2 45 1 - 59 
le 102 17 2 9 53 3 23 34 f 33 2 . 47 4 1 57 
MO,E.. 77 13 - 5 6 - 24 34 6 35 5 2 44 30 5 59 
MO Ww. 88 13 - 12 17 1 23 52 8 35 1 4 46 7 - 60 
56 22 2 12 6 2 21 24 1 33 5 4 44 4 3 55 
NO 36 20 ! 12 15 8 22 19 8 35 2 1 46 3 2 58 
ee 59 19 2 1 25 9 21 14 5 33 3 43 6 - 60 


TABLE E 6. FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEM 
PROBATIONERS REMOVED AFTER COMPLETION OF TERMS IMPOSED BY JUDGES 
SHOWING ORIGINAL TERM IMPOSED AND AVERAGE TERM COMPLETED (IN MONTHS) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANS®ERS) 


T-T? WONTHS T3-37 WONTHS 35-TE WONTHS “37-4 WONTHS ~“CVER TE WONTHS 

CIRCUIT r nVUG RVG 

ANO EARLY EARLY | MOS. EARLY | MOS. EARLY] MOS. EARLY] MOS. EARLY] MOS. 
OISTRICT TOTAL TERM TOTAL] TERM | COMP TOTAL] TERM | COM? TOVAU TERM] COMP TOTAL] TERM! COMP TOVAL] TERM] COMP 

9TH... 1,605 690 29 gy 4 1590 22. 4 276 34 2) ! 43} ! 75 59 
ee 33 14 - - - y 2 23 14 9 34 5 2 44 1 1 49 
re 173 105 12 8 9 5) 20 64 40 32 2 19 43 20 5 59 
CAN 169 73 9} 1 10 26 i 22 54 28 34 30 23 44 46 10 59 
CA,E 108 63 3 3 8 12 4 2) 42 26 33 18 17 40 33 8 58 
CAC 516 180 19 7 10 64 34 22 247 71 35 59 43 43 127 25 593 
CA.S 196 97 22 3 7 5) 27 22 7q 39 32 3) 26 42 22 2 58 
HI 38 12 2 - 12 3 1 22 1g 4 35 5 5 45 2) 2 59 
ae 35 6 1 - 12 3 1 24 2% 3 36 4 2 44 6 - 58 
ns ¢ 606% 56 17 7 2 10 16 5 2) 14 7 32 ‘| 2 46 9 1 62 
es <6 62 57 17 - - - 6 2 22 29 8 33 5 2 44 23 5 58 
mm, £400 6 68 40 4 3 7 6 6 18 24 20 32 6 42 26 5 58 
wa.e 49 16 ‘| - 8 14 7 22 1g 4 35 7 4 45 6 1 60 
WA.w.. 94 48 7 2 7 22 12 22 24 17 33 15 9 44 24 6 59 
GUAM... 13 2 1 - 12 1 - 24 4 - 36 - - - 9 2 58 

10TH §10 162 52 20 10 137 45 2) ! 51 34 52 29 45 17 59 
i <ces «2 68 20 3 - 12 16 2 24 3d 5 35 14 y 45 25 4 58 
KS 95 36 16] y 1 35 14 22 27 8 34 4 2 47 12 3 58 
NM 68 16 5 - 6 10 2 22 24 5 35 8 6 44 17 2 59 
OK ,N 62 17 5 2 8 17 4 20 2) i 33 10 3 46 y 1 59 
OK ,E 40 10 3 - 8 10 - 22 1g 3 35 4 3 43 8 4 58 
OK .w 61 32 10) 6 10 29 12 21 34 1 32 4 3 42 4 - 60 
rs isi 0s 54 23 5 2 10 14 8 2) 24 8 33 7 3 43 6 2 58 
ee 22 9 5 1 9 6 3 20 Yq 4 34 1 - 48 1 1 49 

11TH 1,112 4\) 101 24 4 220 76 22 43 162,33 <= 110 43 204 39 59 
ALN. 167 54 4 1 9 29 13 22 9d 24 34 26 1§ 43 18 1 60 
ALM. 50 i) ih 3 9 12 3 22 19 ! 35 2 1 46 10 1 59 
AL,S 48 26 . - 5 24 ig 7 34 9 8 40 19 1 56 
Pi om . 51 34 3 2 12 10 5 23 7 6 32 9 9 40 6 2 57 
FL LM... 24) 73 18 7 9 51 13 22 1 34 34 29 17 44 33 2 59 
* 328 126 54 y z) 72 27 22 12g 54 33 44). “3 43 35 7 59 
GA,N.. 1§1 67 7 1 10 27 13 21 34 17 33 30 25 43 4g 11 59 
GA,M. 4) 6 3 - 12 im - 24 q 3 35 1 1 47 17 2 59 
ews » 35 16 1 1 7 3 2 19 q 6 29 ] 5 4) 17 2 58 


TABLE E 7. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION WITHOUT VIOLATION AND WITH VIOLATION SHOWING VIOLATION TYPE 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 (EXCLU@ES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AND DECEASED) 


NO VTOLAT ION 
EARLV TERM TERM EXPIRED OTHER 1 


| Per- 
CENT 


TOTAL PER- 
REMOVED TOTAL | CENT TOTAL 


TYPE OF SUPERVISION 


 . SPrrrrrrrern 30,919 24,213 78.3 5,102 16.5 18,724 60.6 387 1.3 

FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION.......... eeerereseens 12,203 9,787 80.2 2,768 22.7 6,735 55.2 284 2.3 
U.S. MAGISTRATE PROBATION............ 6,996 5,704 81.5 859 12.3 4,803 68.7 42 0.6 
PRETRIAL DIVERSION. ..... 0... cece eee 1,941 1,853 95.5 164 8.4 1,685 86.8 4 0.2 


FEDERAL PAROLE...... cece eee ewes 5,207 3,200 61.5 875 16.8 2,297 44.1 28 0.5 
MANDATORY RELEASE... 1... . cee eee 2,803 2,382 85.0 14 0.5 2,354 84.0 14 0.5 
MOLE VARY PAROLE... cc ccc cece cceeceens 319 290 90.9 40 12.5 247 77.4 3 0.9 
SPECTAL PARGLE TERM... ccc ccc rcnsees 1,450 997 68.8 382 26.3 603 41.6 12 0.8 


TABLE E 7. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION WITHOUT VIOLATION AND WITH VIOLATION SHOWING VIOLATION TYPE 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AND DECEASED) 


“WirTH VYroLAav?TtTton. 
Pm——“TECHNICALS~©67T.~—CCM MI NORD 


TYPE OF SUPERVISION 


6,706 21.7 4,029 13.0 620 2.0 2,057 B.F BF wevvessecccese TOTAL 
FROM COURTS 
2,416 19.8 1,523 12.5 204 1.7 689 i  Berrereeererrrrrerrrrerey JUDGE PROBATION 
1,292 18.5 921 13.2 166 2.7 185 BoB BF vvvvvsvevees U.S. MAGISTRATE PROBATION 
88 4.5 70 3.6 5 0.3 13 BoE BD ceeereecceeeenesese PRETRIAL OIVERSION 


2,007] 36.5 1,011 19.4 168 = 3.2 B28 18.9 | eee cece eee eeeeeeee FEDERAL PAROLE 
421] 15.0 239 ««8.5 31 14 151 Ce ee MANDATORY RELEASE 
29] 9.1 15 4.7 2 0.6 Me OM lcuccecccncceasesecesed MILITARY PAROLE 
453| 31.2 250 17.2 24 1.7 a * 8 Rereeererrrerererr SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 


— 


DEPORTED, RELEASED TO MILITARY, HOSPITALIZED, RELEASED FROM SUPERVISION DURING APPEAL AND OTHER REMOVALS FOR 
REASONS NOT CONSTITUTING A VIOLATION OR NEW OFFENSE 


2 VIOLATION OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION OTHER THAN CONVICTION FOR A NEW OFFENSE. 


3 CONVICTION FOR MINOR OFFENSES SUCH AS DRUNK DRIVING, DISORDERLY CONDUCT, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIOLATION, ETC. 
WHEN SENTENCE IS 90 DAYS OR LESS IMPRISONMENT, OR ONE YEAR OR LESS PROBATION OR A FINE 


4 INVOLVEMENT IN OR CONVICTION OF A NEW MAJOR OFFENSE, INCLUDING ABSCONDED FROM CUSTODY, ARRESTED ON ANOTHER 
CHARGE OR CONV) CTED AND SENTENCED TO MORE THAN 90 DAYS IMPRISONMENT, OR MORE THAN ONE YEAR PROBATION 


77 


Lvte 


TABLE F1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 AND 1987 


— E P 
DISTRICT 1986 1987 CHANGE 1986 1987 CHANGE 1986 1987 CHANGE 
TOTAL 477,856 561,278 17.5 358 , 224 | 481,351 34.4 728 ,577 808 , 504 11.0 
DC. .... 8% 1,077 28.8 98 1,114 ad 2,147 2,110 -1.7 
1ST.. 6,825 7,544 10.5 4,943 7,634 54.4 12,743 12,653 -.7 
ME. wees 801 818 2.1 180 864 9.6 1,379 1,333 -3.3 
MA..... 2,314 2,649 14.5 2,026 2,643 30.5 3,720 3,726 . 
WH..... 548 562 2.6 554 508 6.3 885 939 6.1 
L) See 878 887 1.0 837 1,000 19.5 945 832 -12.0 
PR..... 2,284 2,628 15.1 738 2,619 24.9 5,814 5,823 2 
2mD.. 18,685 19,701 5.4 16,197 17,787 9.8 29,688 31,602 6.4 
CT noe. 2,201 2,218 8 2,219 2,329 5.0 2,609 2,498 4.3 
WY... 3,302 3,394 2 & 2,106 2,065 -2.0 5,476 , 805 24.3 
WY,E 5,334 5,779 8.3 5,069 *,783 13.6 6,610 6,606 -.3 
WY,S.... 3,313 3,758 13.4 3,054 2,682 ~12.2 5,992 7,068 18.0 
WY, » 290 4,255 -.8 3,608 4,742 31.4 644 8,157 5.6 
VT. .eee 245 297 21.2 121 53.7 468 31.1 
3RD.. 20,271 20,795 2.6 17,753 19,114 7.7 40,850 42,531 4.1 
BE. wccee 540 481 -10.9 456 388 ~14.9 1,294 1,387 7.2 
LS eee 7, 564 8,096 ° 6,528 6, 308 -3.4 15,937 17,725 11.2 
PA,E... 6,189 6,080 -1.8 7, 5,603 ~26.8 11,339 11,816 4.2 
PA, , 050 2,088 1.9 1,519 2,230 4.8 2,924 2,782 4.9 
PA,H.. 3,900 4,018 3.0 1,581 4,585 190.0 9,24 8,679 6.1 
VE wees 28 14.3 19 - -100.0 110 1 29.1 


TABLE F1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 AND 1987 


— E Pp 
DISTRICT 1986 1987 CHANGE 198e 1987 CMANGE 1986 1987 CHANGE 
4TH... 31,267 35,273 12.8 26,010 29,519 13.5 46,143 51,897 12.5 
MD....0. 5,538 6,335 14.4 3,491 6, 72.1 8,759 9,086 3.7 
wWC,E... 2,841 3,167 11.5 oi 1,715 -20.1 4,106 5,558 35.4 
wC,M... 2,472 2,698 9.1 1,767 2, 31.8 5,637 6,006 6.5 
WC,N... 2,187 2,393 9.4 1,941 1,315 -32.3 5, 6, 20.1 
| er ° . 16.3 2,431 2,597 6.8 4,894 6,559 34.0 
VA,E... 8,359 9,721 16.3 7,146 9,097 27.3 8,642 9,266 7.2 
VA,M.... 3,738 3,932 2 5,216 4,321 -17.2 5,331 4,942 -7.3 
WV,M... 751 dee 3 148 9.0 1,134 1,252 10.4 
WV,S... 1,715 1,899 10.7 1,187 1,389 17.0 2, 2, 22.3 
5TH... 43, 956 59,598 35.6 24,997 39, 500 58.0 78,627 98,725 25.6 
LA,E.... 4,547 5,769 26.9 3,299 4,282 29.8 5,227 6,714 28.4 
LA,M.... 1,830 2,240 22.4 713 1,643 130.4 3,347 3,944 17.8 
LA,W... 5,343 6,587 23.3 2,566 4,054 58.0 12,3%6 14,929 20.4 
MSM... 1,702 2, 40.9 1,269 1,772 39.6 1,661 , 267 37.7 
MS,S... 4,160 5,434 30.6 ° 3,622 1.0 7,300 9,112 24.8 
TX,m 8,380 12,334 47.2 3,291 7,412 125.2 17,088 22,010 28.8 
TX,E. 1,597 2,321 45.3 350 1,362 2869.1 2,919 3,878 32.9 
° 11,3% 14,717 29.1 6,935 9,747 40.5 9, 24,779 25.1 
TX,W 5,001 »7 55.9 , 988 ’ 87.6 9 11,072 24.7 
6TH... 62,917 72,428 15.1 52,287 63,882 22.2 97,718 106 , 264 8.7 
KY,E.... 3,353 3,827 14.1 2,922 2,967 2.2 7,131 7,971 11.8 
KY,M.... 5,730 6,028 5.2 4,6% ’ 60.3 7, 6,162 ~19.6 
MI,E.... , 259 9,593 32.2 6,423 8,261 28.6 8, , 586 16.1 
MI,H.... 3,632 4,139 14.0 3, 4,15) 4.2 7,751 7,739 -.2 
yu... 11,159 12.5 10,020 12,349 23.2 17,111 17,321 1.2 
uM,S.... 12,269 13,910 13.4 10,114 13,2” 31.4 19,407 20,027 3.2 
Tr,” » 339 5,721 7.2 4,033 3,702 8.2 8,263 10, 282 24.4 
TH,M 5,092 6,31 24.7 3,070 4,041 31.6 7,812 10,122 29.6 
THM 9,084 10,300 13.4 7,026 7,573 7.8 14,327 17,054 19.0 


6ve 


BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS. COMIENCED, TERMINATED AMD PENDING | 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 AMD 1 


cet FIL T T P 

DISTRICT 1986 1987 CHANGE 1986 1987 CHANGE 1986 1987 CHANGE 

7TH... 55,299 58,476 5.7 +4, 8% 60, 808 3.6 76,641 74,309 -3.1 
IL,m. 21,806 21,980 8 18, 257 25,787 41.2 38, 756 34,951 -9.8 
IL,C.. 6, 584 6,691 1.6 5,673 6,224 9. 7,749 8,216 6.0 
IL,$.... 2,461 2,714 10.3 2,270 2,579 13.6 1,884 2,019 7.2 
IW, M... , 253 ’ 12.6 , 008 6,550 -2 6,694 7, 7.4 
1u,S.. 9,740 10,748 10.3 6,967 9,977 43.2 9,950 10,721 7.7 
uI, 5,507 ’ 6.2 3,932 5,505 40.0 6,651 ’ 5.2 
HI A] 2,946 , 17.1 2,669 4,186 56.8 4,955 4,218 -14.9 

8TH.. 33,807 37,728 11.6 24,442 36, 507 49.4 45,199 46, 420 2.7 
AR,E 3,253 3,711 14.1 1,494 4,152 177.? 7,622 7,181 4.8 
AR,W 1,336 1,716 28.4 635 1, 148.8 2,567 2,703 5.3 
1A,M.. 2,843 2,885 1.5 2,476 3,211 29.7 488 3,162 9.4 
IA,$ 3,348 3,301 “1.4 2,892 3,1 8.3 2,947 3,117 5.8 
MM. wees 7,873 9,041 14.8 5,525 8,723 57.9 10, 994 11,312 2.9 
MO,E.... 3,949 4,580 16.0 3,347 3, -.4 3,975 5,222 31.4 
WO,W... 5,399 5,632 4.3 4,091 6,156 50.5 5,449 4,925 ~9.6 
WE....- 3,479 3,911 12.4 2,592 3, 41.3 4,405 4,654 5.7 
WD. seee 1,019 1,170 14.8 670 1,063 58.7 1, 1,464 7.9 
$D...... 1, 1,781 %.2 720 1,496 107.8 2, 2,680 11.9 

9TH... 120,911 143, 956 19.1 93,317 120, 057 28.7 178,953 202,852 13.4 
Maseees 820 1,351 64.8 549 626 14.0 1,299 2,024 55.8 
1) See 6, 866 10,437 52.0 4,618 4,407 6.5 10,628 16,658 56.7 
CA," 16, 208 19,348 19.4 685 19,070 50.3 29,125 29,401 9 
CA,E 13,028 15,117 16.0 10,991 7 15.9 20,891 23,274 11.4 
ca,C 129 49,288 17.0 35,531 42,494 19.6 ’ 6 11.5 
Ca,$ ,859 8,991 14.4 ’ ’ 55.9 14,244 16,871 18.4 
HI...+6. 782 982 25.6 742 26.6 2,063 2,303 11.6 
IG...... 3,182 3,929 23.5 2,541 2 2 16.6 4,208 5,175 23.0 
“T eoeeee 1,461 1,738 19. ) 870 1,308 50.3 2,005 435 21.4 
WV. cee 4,112 5,006 217 2,4% 2,552 2.2 7,267 9,721 33.8 
OR...... 9,017 9, $.0 , 386 10,062 %.2 9,887 9,651 -2.4 
WA,E.. 3,643 4,073 11.8 1,734 4,299 147.9 6,525 6,299 -3.5 
WA,W... 11,742 13,817 17.7 8,974 12,386 38.0 11,920 13,351 12.0 
GUAM... 60 50 -16.7 71 49 -31.0 Ss 51 2.0 
WMI. .... 2 3 50.0 2 i 50.0 6 8 33.3 


OSE 


TABLE F1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 AND 1987 


CIRCUIT 
AND PERCENT 
DISTRICT 1987 CHANGE 
10TH. . 36,277 47,780 31.7 23,865 34,210 43.3 45,752 49,322 29.7 
| 10, 469 14,668 40.1 7,016 9,053 29.0 12,730 18 , 345 44.1 
ena 6 , 565 7,451 13.5 2, 4,752 63.7 10, 485 13,184 25.7 
We... 2,201 2,696 22.5 1,610 2,273 41.2 3,598 4,021 11.8 
OK,N.... 048 4,000 31.2 2,368 2,864 20.9 3,567 4,703 31.8 
ies 1,054 1,566 48.6 1,742 170.1 1,197 1,021 -14.7 
OK,H... 6,478 9,401 45.1 4,328 7,831 80. 6,202 7,772 25.3 
Saeee 5,129 6,339 23.6 3,921 4,527 15.5 6,299 8,111 28.8 
Meceses 1,333 1,659 24.5 1,074 1,168 8.8 1,674 2,165 29.3 
11TH. 46,805 56,922 21.6 29,479 1,219 73.7 74,116 79,819 7.7 
AL,M... 9,618 11,429 18.8 7,523 +=: 10, 775 43.2 17,214 17, 868 3.8 
ALM... 2,733 , 082 12.8 2,215 2,599 17.3 4,011 4,494 12.0 
AL,S. 1,694 1,976 16.6 1,276 1,490 16.8 2,962 3,448 16.4 
FLW... 1,031 1,519 47.3 7 979 39. 1, 2,108 34.4 
FL,M.... 8,838 11,855 34.1 4, 905 10,325 110.5 11,564 13,094 13.2 
FL,S.. 3,690 6,471 21.2 2,612 3,828 46. 4,768 5,41 13.5 
GA,N 11,305 13, 29% 17.6 5,329 13,662 156.4 19, 686 19, 320 -1.9 
GA,M. 4,667 5,432 16.4 2,594 4,527 74.5 7,201 8, 106 12.6 
GA,S. 3,229 3,862 19.6 2,323 3,034 30.6 5,142 5,970 16.1 


TABLE F-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
BUSINESS AND WONBUSIWESS BANKRUPTCY CODE PETITIONS COMMENCED, BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD cuDeo "WE BO, 1987 


CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL WOW 
AND yOTAL | CHAP. | CHAP. | CHAP.| CHAP. | BUSINESS | CHAP. CwaP.| CHAP. | BUSINESS | CHAP.| CHAP. 
DISTRICT | FILINGS 7 il 12 13 | FILINGS® 7 | i 2 13 | FILINGS 7 il 


TOTAL... |961,278 997,648 22,564 4,824 ’ 68,278 51,570 19,197 4,624 12, 473,000 | 345,978 3,367 123,655 
Lh 1,077 out aad ih) al 1,003 20 395 
4,926 476 1,407 6,137 


631 622 
2,130 2,147 
480 4% 


810 810 
875 2,112 


16,115 16,069 
2,020 


2,873 
5,224 
3,040 


. 
r4 


S eriie 
cS erie 
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TABLE F-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
BUSINESS AND WO!'BUSIWESS BANKRUPTCY CODE PETITIONS COMMENCED, BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT 
ANO 
DISTRICT 


BUS'WESS AMD WONBUSIWESS Balu CY CODE PETIT 
DURING THE 


Efe? U.S. orerazet COURTS 


ows a ae wr OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 


TWELVE MONTH PERIOD 
(COMTI WUED) 

CIRCUIT 

AND TOTAL CnaP . 
DISTRICT | FILINGS 7 

=—=- 

7TH... $8,476 | 46,084 
IL,m.. 21,980 | 14,900 493 27 6, 860 1,601 1,102 491 27 161 20,179 | 13,798 2 6,379 
ILC... 6,691 | 5,997 90 1” 465 , 360 1,079 a4 199 $,331 4,918 7 407 
IL, , 2,714 | 2,324 8. 54 254 780 621 $1 54 24 1,934 1,703 i 230 
1W,m. ’ 6,162 200 ae 5 762 oe. 11 oe 1 6,282 $,701 6 492 
1,8... 10,748 920 219 93 516 921 607 174 +E] 47 9,627 9,313 45 ey 
WIE. ,050 | 4,815 130 27 a76 213 102 a 27 - 5,637 713 ae a76 
Wye... 3,449 , 166 185 102 3% 1,211 fe) 175 102 71 2,238 , 903 10 325 

6TH.. 37,728 (28,014 1,386 1,708 6,602 10, 150 6,337 1,308 1,708 779 27,578 | 21,677 78 «= 5, 823 
AR,E.. 3,711 | 1,604 bd 58 1,984 385 169 75 48 63 3,326 1,415 200=—s: 11,891 
ARH... 1,716 | 1,090 a4 18 524 223 110 71 18 aa 1,493 980 13 500 
1A, M... 2,085 | 2,579 105 les 57 1,344 1,072 97 144 31 1,541 1,907 6 2% 
1A,S. 3,301 | 2,876 12 137 216 946 724 70 ix? 15 , 55 192 2 201 
ee 9,041 | 7,231 224 114) «1,472 1,068 1,997 215 114 142 7,173 | §,634 9 1,330 
W0,E.. 4,580 559 134 wad 631 670 399 12%6 se 69 3,910; 3,160 8 742 
WOH... §,632 | 4,444 259 197 192 1,783 1,213 256 137 177 849 3,231 3 615 
| ee 3,911 | 2,909 160 612 612 1,550 614 159 eid 147 2,31 1,695 i 445 
MD. wees i? 1,015 53 as 13 286 155 41 a9 | sa4 860 12 12 
BD... ae 1,781 | 1,107 200 ww) 131 1,095 464 198 My 90 oes 643 2 41 

9TH. 143,996 }07,377 6,271 464 629,621 21,8675 12,591 5,200 464 3,597) 122,081 | 94,786 1,071 26,224 
Ma ccees 1,351 | 1,040 204 ° 105 415 222 161 ° 1m 618 43 1s 
LY Se 10,437 | 6,702 604 ® 1,121 1,974 1,265 549 9 151 6,463 7,437 Se 970 
CA,a. . 19,348 13,041 944 9 5,34 ,O75 1,748 743 9 575 16,273 11,293 201 4,779 
CA,E.. 1$,117 | 11,902 653 103 2,459 2,088 1,692 582 103s $11 ,229 | 10,210 71 «1,948 
CA,C... , 268 657 =—1,917 9 10,705 4,675 2,501 1,924 9 asi 44,413 | 34,196 3939, 864 
CA,S. 8,991 683 424 2 682 928 361 295 4 270 ,063 | 5,322 129 «=. 2,612 
| 982 787 82 - 113 221 151 64 - o 761 od 18 107 
ID... .6s 3,929 | 2,698 427 153 951 766 323 109 153 181 3,163 2,375 18 770 
ee 1,738 | 1,423 106 70 137 $41 134 4 70 43 1,197 1,089 14 4 
| | Ae 006 | 3,814 326 7 058 55 207 299 7 42 4,450 ,607 27 616 
OR.... 9,626 | 7,715 218 431,850 2,378 1,647 207 43 48) 7,448 6,068 11 «(1,369 
WA,E.. 4,073 | 3,242 186 7 568 1,027 613 178 7 159 3,046 2,629 e 409 
WA,M.. 13,617 | 10, 471 2 2,716 2,214 1,514 391 2 307 11,603 | 9,114 80 62,409 
GUAM. . 50 4 a 15 12 3 aad _ 4 1 2 
WAI... ss 3 i 2 oe ad 2 | i be ° i ° i > 


TABLE F-2 U.S, DISTRICT COURTS 


BUSINESS AND WONBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE PETITIONS COMMENCED, BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1987 
(CONTINUED) 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT 


10TH... 


cxeSs_.% 


* THESE FIGURES INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING PETITIONS ust REFLECTED ELSEWHERE: 
MA...... SECTION 304 = 01 CHAPT 7 SB = 01 CHAP 
MD...... SECTION 304 = 01 
TK,S.... CHAPTER 9 = O1 
NE...... CHAPTER 9 = 06 WE...... SECTION 304 = 12 eee 
WV...... SECTION 304 = OF CO...... CHAPT 7 SB = O01 AL,W.... CHAPT 7 SB 


FL,S.... SECTION 304 = 04 
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TABLE F-8 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ADVERSARY PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED, 
TERMINATED, AND PENDING 
UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY CODE 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 19867 


Ciacult PENDING PENOING 
ANO JULY 1, JUNE 30, 
OISTRICT 1986 TERMINATED 1967 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TAGLE FO 


ADVERSARY PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED, 
TERMINATED, AND PENDING 


UNDER THE GANKRUPTCY CODE 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 10867 

cracult PENDING PENDING 

Ano JULY 1, June 30, 
OISTRICT 1966 TERMINATED 1067 

77H... 7,442 4,970 5,058 6,464 
IL, 2,141 1,660 1,763 1,028 
iL,C¢ 1,736 67) 062 1,644 
1,S 267 200 386 160 
IN, 743 729 606 664 
IN.S 1,066 720 673 933 
wi,€ 1,073 406 937 634 
wi.w 307 393 429 271 

6TH. 3,469 4,219 4,006 3,502 
are 326 307 396 327 
AR Ww 330 33) 201 460 
1A. 390 611 671 339 
1Aa,58 276 200 244 32) 
WN. . 568 600 735 633 
mo .€ 456 412 474 396 
40 Ww 453 649 761 321 
iis seeee 46) 4756 433 493 
WO... ..., 106 161 132 155 
ic ccece 103 173 129 147 

OTH 32,468 14,607 16,075 -9,000 
AK... 659 773 1,018 aia 
iene ces 1,346 1,075 465 1,956 
CA.N 4,933 1,631 2,509 4,255 
ca,eé 5,695 1,254 1,772 6,377 
ca,.c 12,1786 4,727 7,630 9,075 
Ca,.S 2,169 971 1,201 1,649 
mms eeees 6904 123 220 497 
See 760 416 447 729 
mi eeccece 213 176 187 202 
See 932 420 302 1,050 
ae 710 964 64) 653 
Wa,e 680 339 173 646 
wA.w 1,300 1,514 1,016 1,666 
GuAM 8 4 3 7 
| 3 - i] 2 

1OTH 6,666 5,678 5.289 7,255 
Se 1,046 989 645 1,390 
66600 1,863 1, 166 1,458 1,291 
WM... 634 377 393 516 
OK ,N 806 666 379 1,313 
On .€ 91 159 142 108 
OK .w 1,357 619 1,032 1,144 
se ceaes 1,318 1,137 1,096 1,359 
Pe 131 145 144 132 

11TH 6.309 4,75) 5,437 5,623 
ALN 561 779 605 555 
AL.™ 122 178 181 19 
AL.S 459 330 352 437 
FL N 461 150 207 424 
FL.M 1,707 1, 167 1,317 1,557 
FL.S 324 624 749 199 
GA.N 2,303 977 1,333 1,947 
GA .™ 233 258 235 256 
GA,S 99 2686 258 129 
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Table G-1 
U.S, Court of International Trade 
Summary of All Cases Filed and Terminated 
Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1986 and 1987 


Increase / 
Type 0. Case 1986 1987 Decrease 


Total Cases Pending at 
Beginning of Year 22,076 15,909 6,167 


Total Cases Filed During Year. 1,828 1,505 -323 
Total Terminated During Year 7,995* 9,858 1,863 


Total Cases Pending at 
End of Year 15,909* 7,556 


Protests 
Pending at Beginning of Year 193 179 
Filed During Year . ° 
Terminated During Year 14 116 
Pending at End of Year 179 63 


Reappraise uients 
Pending at Beginning of Year 15,487 8,856 


Filed During Year - - 
Terminated During Year 6,631* 7,996 
Pending at End of Year wer 8,856 * 860 


Civil Actions 
Pending at Beginning of Year 6,396 6,874 
Filed During Year 1,828 1,505 
Terminated During Year 1,350 1,746 
Pending at End of Year 6,874 6,633 


* The 1986 figures were adjusted as follows as a result of physical 
inventory of reappraisement actions: Total Cases Terminated - from 
4,505 to 7,995; Total Cases Pending - from 19,399 to 15,909; 
Reappraisement Cases Terminated - from 3,141 to 6,631; and 
Reappraisement Cases Pending - from 12,346 to 8,856. 


Table G-2 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1987 


Terminations 
Pending Pending 
July 1, Percent June 30, 
Source of Appeal 1986 By Judges | Other | Reversed 1987 


ae 


914 1,129 437 11.0 699 


Secretary of 
Agriculture 

Board of Contract 
Appeals.... 

Court of International 
Trade .... 

U.S. Claims Court . 

Secretary of Commerce 

U.S. District Courts 

International Trade 
Commission... 

Merit Systems Protection 
Board ..... 


* This category includes writs of mandamus, other extraordinary writs, petitions for permission to appeal 


and discretionary petitions for review. 
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Table G-3a 
Report of the United States Claims Court for the Court Year Ended September 30, 1987 
Pending Pending 
October 1, September 30, 
1986 Filed Disposed 1987 
Com- | Plain- Com- Plain- | Com- Plain- | Com- Plain- 
Type of Case plaints | tiffs plaints tiffs | plaints tiffs | plaints tiffs 
Total Cases ......... 1,765 12,439 815 32,949 669 22,797 1,911 22,591 
Service Pay ........+. ee 62 378 56 64 42 354 76 88 
Civilian Pay. .....ee06- 105 4,571 54 932,042 55 21,190 104 = 15,423 
Contract .....eeeeeeee 603 648 343 345 250 263 696 730 
Indian ...ceeeeeeceees 31 5,014 10 40 9 9 32 5,045 
Indian (transfer)........ 17 17 - - 2 2 15 15 
a Patent..... TEEETEEE 41 41 7 7 12 12 36 36 
Property (taken)........ 131 304 23 26 45 100 109 230 
TAX . see eee TeTTTTLT 667 1,353 193 293 165 773 695 873 
Declaratory judgments 
(tax exempt) ........ 11 11 l 1 7 7 5 5 
Renegotiation ......... l l - - - - 1 l 
Transportation ......... 7 7 13 13 9 9 11 1] 
Miscellaneous...... oeee 59 64 96 99 49 54 106 109 
0) +) | | 4 4 ] 1 1 | 4 4 
Declaratory judgments 
(contract) ......506. 5 5 18 18 15 15 8 8 
WR ccccccccccccccces 21 21 - - 8 8 13 13 
Congressional 
Reference Cases!..... 3 3 2 2 - - 5 5 


1 Cases referred to the Chief Judge pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1492 for disposition by the 
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court. These figures are not reflected in the totals above. 


Table G-3b 


Report of the United States Claims Court for the Court Year Ended September 30, 1987 


Amount of Judgments 


Number of complaints disposed of 
Number of plaintiffs disposed of . 
Amount claimed. . 
Judgments for plaintiffs ...... 
Amount of above judgments for plaintiff's ca 
Judgments on defendant's counterciaims or offsets . eccccces 
Amount of above judgments for defendant on its counterclaims or 
offsets carrying interest ... Coc ccccccecccccccee 


669 
22,797 
$1,427,291,656 
$266,164,456 
$88,607,121 
$4,807,872 


$876,214 


Appeals to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 


Appeals pending October 1,1986 ........ 
Appeals filed October 1, 1986 to September 30,1987 .. 


Record for Court Year October 1, 1986 to September 30, 1987 


Appeals, affirmed 

Appeals, reversed (including those in part) . 
Appeals, dismissed . 

Appeals filed but not ‘acted on 


TABLE H-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS * 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
PRETRIAL SERVICES REPORTS FILED 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT PERSONS PRETRIAL 


AND ELIGIBLE FOR TYPE F REPOR DIVERSION 
DISTRICT INTERVIEWS1 | | REPORTS3 
FILED2 : , CT. 
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47,132 31,033 25,698 3,312 
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TABLE 1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
PRETRIAL SERVICES REPORTS FILED 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
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ARL ELIGIBLE FOR PSA PSA 
REPORT 
TOTAL 
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TABLE H-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS @ 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
PRETRIAL SERVICES REPORTS FILED 
OURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ANE 30, 1967 


CIRCUIT PERSONS REGULAR | PRETRIAL 
AND ELIGIGLE FOR PSA PSA ' DIVERSION 
DISTRICT INTERVIEWS REPeRT . 
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TABLE -1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
PRETRIAL SERVICES REPORTS FILED 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT PERSONS REGULAR PRETRIAL 
AND DIVERSION 


ror J 


ELIGIBLE FOR PSA PSA 
DISTRICT INTERVIEWS1 REPORTS 
TOTAL 


il 


10TH.. 1,769 


ee 
11TH.. 
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FL,M.... 
FL,S.... 
GA,N.... 
GA,S. eee 


~ 
A 


. 
. 


~~ 
New New I we 
>. 


ow 
> 


i» SneBre 3 
(Bw: BSu 


>. 
“MUN Wee err i BR OF @Ke ewe | we 


. 
~e CORA we i ke OW NO 


SESeu~5| 5 


a 
Vr uUnnorue tor 
webef: wud & 


ISSESESSE 
eCowewnrrveoe 


. 
_ 
be 


® EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

1 IWCLUCES PERSONS CHARGED BY INDICTMENT, INFORMATION, OR COMPLAINT. ALSC INCLUDES FUGITIVES AMD PERSONS CHARGED 
CISTRICT BUT ARRESTED AND INTERVIEWED IN DISTRICT SHOWN. EXCLUDES PETTY, TRAFFIC, ESCAPES, TRANSFERS, REOPENS, 
AND COMPLAINTS DISMISSED AT THE INITIAL APPEARANCE 

2 INCLUDES PERSONS CHARGED ON MORE THAN OWE INDICTMENT, INFORMATION, OR COMPLAINT FOR WHICH OWE REPORT WAS MADE. 


3 DOES NOT INCLUDE CONVERTED PRETRIAL DIVERSIONS REPORTS. 
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TABLE 2 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS « 
PRE $ act 
PERSONS PLACED OW SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE WOWTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT PSA PERSONS RELEASED AT PERSOWS RELEASED Ow PERSONS RELEASED OW 
AND REPORTS PTO SUPERVISION 
DISTRICT FILEDI , , 
TOTAL... 30,406 16,912 60.8 8,961 26.1 997 
187... 1,487 be2 $8.0 476 32.1 13 
ree 141 106 76.2 60 42.4 » 
ee 542 a” 69.9 168 31.0 12 
eevee 80.0 11.4 ° 
|) eee 2 100.0 2 0 ° 
eeerere 767 ye? 45.2 244 . i 
amo. 2,994 1,676 54.0 327 10.9 a 
CT.«s 7% $1 67.1 33 43.4 1 
WY,M... 27 0 7 18.9 ad 
WY,E.. ‘ 1, a4. 61 5.4 +4 
Braves 1,613 1,019 63. 189 11.7 4 
WY ,m.. 40° i 1.4 2 
eeeeee 109 62 4.9 Es 33.0 1 
RO 1,987 1,038 65.4 “81 ws ? 
DE... 140 7 $1.4 5 3.6 ° 
W.. 6 $0.0 i 16.7 S 
PAE 709 63 65.3 189 26.7 2 
PA,M. . eu 4.7 21 35.0 4 
PAM 244 183 75.0 27 11.1 i 
VI.. 426 283 6.1 238 $5.4 = 
4TH. 2,327 1,707 73.4 9m 40.2 oe 
@.. 1,062 728 67.3 21.9 4) 
we,e. 179 0.6 147 82.1 13 
wc, 247 76.1 170 68.8 ° 
wc ,m. 418 311 74.4 294 70.3 3 
CPP %% 6) 65.6 41 42.7 17 
VA,E... ” > ? > = * 
VA,M.... 4 53 71.6 29 9.2 2 
WV... bad - _ - - 1 
WV ,S... 231 209 90.5 18 7.8 3 
STH... 4,390 2,609 59.4 1,362 31.0 114 
LA,E.. 640 429 67.0 147 23.0 4 
eM... . 19 $2 69.3 40 $3.3 bag 
LA,W.... 191 123 81.5 »w 23.2 12 
WS,M.... 100 7§ 75.0 54 $4.0 ? 
4S,S.. ° 153 115 78.2 5 3.3 4 
TK,M.. 891 574 64.4 “43 49.7 27 
TK,E 161 117 72.7 63 9.1 5] 
TK, i, 641 $0.2 265 20.8 12 
TK, 483 $1.3 310 32.9 20 
6TH 3,152 2,492 79.1 1,911 47.9 43 
KY,€.. 189 147 77.8 oe 4.9 i 
KY... M5 261 81.4 153 “43 2 
MI,E.... 1,406 1,204 85.6 1,022 72.7 Pid 
MM... 198 159 80.3 199 70.2 bd 
»ft.. 492 ww) 71.3 % 9.3 sg 
H,$.. 267 189 65.9 15 5.2 al 
TH,E.. 107 68.6 td 29.5 4 
Tam... 71 73.2 24 33.8 12 
Tw ,m.. a 2 25.0 aad —_ a 
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act 
PERSOWS PLACED OW SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AWE 30, 1967 


CIRCUIT PSA PERSONS RELEASED AT PERSONS RELEASED OW PERSOWS RELEASED OW 
AND REPORTS PTD SUPERVISION 
DISTRICT FILED) TOTAL 


Buses 


s-fs/F xs 


z 
~@en4 iw 


SRISSSSSVSSS |S SaSSSS 
'oseryteurtCoeuesea~si ese COCen~e 


timwerenS 1 ew: Fe 


12.4 
18.4 
8.3 
14.1 
5.5 
31.5 
16.9 
10.0 
0 


23 
i= | wee 


S 
° 
. 
S 


5 
o 
— 
- 
a 


> >. 
~nN@non~ 


SBnseszis 8 


3s 

ee 
 ~EssSs 
' =~ ‘ee > 


—— = 


esosesres 
wete# wud /S 


- 
. 


Se 
> . 
~OoOere4Vv oer 


eu~nwu~ 
P88 


* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
1 EXCLUDES PRETRIAL DIVERSION REPORTS. 
2 INCLUDES DEFENDANTS WITH MORE THAN OWE TYPE OF RELEASE CONDITION IMPOSED. 
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TABLE W-3 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
COMDITIOWS IMPOSED AT IWITIAL HEARING 
FOR REPORTS TERMINATED 
(IWCLUDES RULE 405 RECEIVED oe) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 
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TABLE He3 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
COMDITIONS IMPOSED AT nr eh, OARS 


(CONDITIONS = EASE 


CIRCUIT 
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TABLE W-3 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
COMDITIONS IMPOSED AT INITIAL HEARING 


(INCLUDES RULE 403 RECEIVEW #e) 
DURING THE TWELVE MOWTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


(¢ DITIONS JF a EASE 

CIRCUIT PSA PR. BAIL 
AND REPORTS | OR UN- PCT. SURETY | COL- PARTY PSA OTHER wor 
DISTRICT TERMED] | SECURED BONO BOND | LATERAL | CUSTODY SUuPV ConO3 SET 
10TH... 912 a4 73 Q & 372 aa 311 
CB. naes 108 59 11 5 - 3 a 22 33 
KS. neee 109 80 3 | - ° 3 19 18 
Wen eaes 266 104 7 3 - - 107 8 163 
KM... 138 % 9 29 al aad o/ we as 
O,E.... 72 58 ‘ a - ° 12 4 a 
OK,M.... 181 85 10 % a i 101 5 $5 
eeeeee al 1 na 1 2 4 ad 10 
w eeeeee baad al bad sad baad al bad aad aa 
P| 11TH... 1,74 772 85 379 17 14 477 245 one 
ALM. eee 174 bad 4 3 1 1s e $3 
Manes 169 1$1 A 10 a ° 12 i 5 
AL,S.... 67 1 7 e - 11 i 43 
LM... 92 11 a ° - 24 7 ‘ 
FL, M.... 323  ] 28 2 10 87 21 132 
FL,S.... 525 13a 8 254 i e 140 Lee 122 
pManes 218 101 4 37 e - 142 »0 69 
GA,M. eee 43 14 a 13 po sd 20 25 8 
GA,S.... 7% 14 13 23 y 3 2% 7 18 


® EXCLUDES TWE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

ee DOES WOT INCLUDE RULE 40S RECEIVED UMDER THE OLD PSA SYSTEM. 
1 EXCLUDES PRETRIAL DIVERSIONS REPORTS. 
2 DEFEMDANTS MAY HAVE MULTIPLE CONDITIONS OF RELEASE IMPOSED. 
3 IWCLUDES RESTRICTIVE AND/OR TREATMENT COMDITIONS. 
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TABLE H-4 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS » 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
DETENTION SUMMARY FOR REPORTS TERMINATED 
(INCLUDES RULE 40S RECEIVED #e) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 
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,643 $13,218,344 $607, 565 277,922 $9,416,474 102,718 $3,194,305 
$12,295 27,803 $754,683 $170,222 
$20,985 $2,003 
$458,044 $27,516 
$8,534 $381 
0 $0 $1, 100 
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DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


TABLE H-4 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS * 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
DETENTION SUMMARY FOR REPORTS TERMINATED 
(INCLUDES RULE 40S RECEIVED #«) 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT 


4TH. se 


——SHeT an I CAT Ol 
| «DEFT ny v 
1,204 | 20,679 $493,888 | 274 1,237 $28, 370 321 15,172 $367,268 93 4,270 $98,250 
448 | 10,199 $276,356 88 228 $6,076 139 6,626 $190,364 68 «3,347 -—s« $79,916 
113 952 $20,277 57 % 134 22 605 $13,123 5 251 $5, 020 
17% | 3,815 $71,438 22 126 250 49 «3, 880 7, 3 109 1,908 
247 | 3.419 $74,407 69 319 $7,381 672,96 $63,881 ? 164 $3,145 
% $18,096 11 145 $2,782 18 648 $11,738 3 202 $3,576 
0 0 0 0 0 0 $0 0 0 $0 
% 381 $10,628 8 15 $311 10 308 $9,107 2 58 $1,210 
0 0 0 0 r 0 0 0 
158 918 $22, 686 19 308 $7, 436 16 471 $11,775 5 139 $3,475 
2,147 | 71,595 $2,565,695 | 838 2,266 $109,096 | 1,151 55,855 $2,015,631 385 13,436 $441,170 
391 | 12,993 $557,891 | 138 711 $24, 384 163 8,902 «$393, 784 101 3,380 $139,723 
43 | 1,090 $19,620 20 32 $576 14 1,049 $18,882 2 9 $162 
™% | 1,201 $26,422 14 26 $572 16 662 $14,564 8 513s‘ $11,286 
47 265 $11,622 ? 10 $180 12 220 $9,336 3 135 $2,106 
32 541 $9.06 ? 40 $474 10 473 $8,251 1 28 $336 
454 | 13,166 $710,370 | 190 604 $52,440 233 (9,034 «=: $846,724 80 3,528 $111,206 
69 | 1,667 $46, 23 63 $2,030 24 ~=-1,101 $35, 365 5 $9,561 
527 | 21,478 $415,247 | 225 325 $12,506 377 18,281 $329,251 106 2,872 «=: $73,490 
510 | 19,034  $768/706 | 218 433 $15,932 302 16,133 $659,474 75 : $93, 
1,816 | 52,125 $1,206,345 | 282 1,310 $34,991 398 33,157 ~—s« $781, 782 153 17,658 $387,572 
99 | 2,115 $67,845 25 56 $1,738 291,445 $46,177 11 614 $19, 930 
196 | 3,733 $111,138 33 105 051 51 3,599 $107,217 1 29 $870 
868 | 27.438 $439. 70 265 235 149 16,997 $243,418 58 12,176 $193,167 
126 | 4,548 $138,098 32 529 $15,682 262,698 $81,994 19 1,321 $40,422 
248 | 4,492 $195,890 B 77 "293 51 2.847 $123,173 31 "568 4=— $69,424 
150 | 2.989 $94,851 % 132 $4,223 % ©= 1,412 $44, 221, 445 
91| 2,161 $64, 25 64 $1,894 291,747 $51,500 8 350 —s—«$ 10,695 
37 | 4,431 $85,914 21 % $2/070 234, 284 $79,629 2 71 $4,215 
5 218 $7' 100 2 ‘ $205 rt 128 $4,375 1 84 520 
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U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
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TABLE H-4 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS = 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
DETENTION SUMMARY FOR REPORTS TERMINATED 
(INCLUDES RULE 40S RECEIVED e#) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWOED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT | PSA DET AT ORIES 
REPORTS OT AI EFORE IWITIAL HEARING LF “RUST ADJUDICATION 
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a L___S OL 


13,698 ’ $197 , 397 


* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
** DOES WOT INCLUDE RULE 40S RECEIVED UNDER THE OLD PSA SYSTEM. 
1 EXCLUDES PRETRIAL DIVERSION REPORTS. 
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U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
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U.S. DISTRICT COURTS = 
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TABLE H-5 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
BAIL VIOLATIONS 
(IMCLUDES RULE 40S RECEIVE) se) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PER:OD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
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TABLE H-5 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS © 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
BAIL VIOLATIONS 
(INCLUDES RULE 40S RECEIVED ==) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
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s EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

ee DOES NOT INCLUDE RULE 40S RECEIVED UNDER THE OLD PSA SYSTEM. 
1 EXCLUDES PRETRIAL DIVERSIONS REPORTS. 
2 FAILURES TO APPEAR 
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TABLE J-2 
» DISTRICT COURTS 
PETIT JUROR SERVICE Yon’ DAYS JURORS WERE SELECTED FOR TRIAL 
DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIOD ENDED JUN. 30, 19870 


WUMBER OF JURORS PRESENT WUMBER OF TRIALS STARTING OW THE 
FOR JURY SELECTION OR ORIENTATION eaves SAME DAY THE JURY WAS SELECTED 


PERCENT JURTES 
WOT SELECTED SELECTED 
(CIVIL AMD PERCENT 
DISTRICT CHALLENGED CRIMIMAL ) CRIMIWAL 


TOTAL... 
) 
1ST... 


CT ceees 
WY, M.... 
WY,E.... 
WY,S.... 


2o-~e 


SSEuae 
ssusrs 


eaSsz2 
NWA rRP wes 
stSBhe 
wah @a~ Ow 


b3 


eessce 
wseo~ne 


SBtBse 
Rone & 


U.s 
PETIT JUROR SERVICE OM DAYS AURORS WERE SELECTED FOR TRIAL 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AM. 30, 19870 


WUMBER OF JURORS PRESENT WUMBER OF TRIALS SIARTING OW THE 
FOR JURY SELECTION OR ORIENTATION veres SAME DAY THE JURY WAS SELECTED 
PERCENT 
WOT SELECTED SELECTED 
SERVING Of PERCENT | PERCENT 
CHALLENGED CRIMIMAL ) 
4TH... 
| 6,798 28.0 00.68 31.2 179 171 60.2 9.8 
WC,E.... 1,619 $2.1 38.5 9.5 ~ 41 63.4 3.6 
WOM... 1,109 3.2 37.6 24.2 41 a2 43.8 9.3 
WC HM... 1,816 4.5 19.3 26.3 109 ae $7.0 43.0 
| 3,206 #%.1 26.8 17.1 10 60.0 40.0 
VALE... $,043 32.3 28.5 ».2 223 223 63.2 6.8 
pMenee 544 4.0 4.0 72.0 61 60 73.3 26.7 
emeree %.0 31.0 43.0 22 19 21.1 78.9 
WV,S.... 1,969 37.9 47.7 14.3 os ” 69.5 30.5 
LA,E...- 5,297 42.7 45.9 11.4 295 a71 61.5 . 
LA,M... 684 ».9 %.7 13.4 BO 29 95.2 “4.6 
LA,M.... 2,408 3.4 41.3 23. 101 61 61.5 18.5 
WS... 1,660 %.7 3.3 28.0 os 54 72.2 27.8 
WS,8.... 4,174 33.5 mS 31.0 134 101 72.3 27.7 
TK,M.. 5,908 29.6 30.2 01 164 16 63.0 37.0 
TK,E.. 4,095 4.5 32.7 32.8 2% 31 77.4 : 
TKS... 9,825 %.0 4.1 31.9 228 199 61.6 38.4 
TK,M.. 4,666 32.9 33.4 33. 168 100 $3.0 47.0 
6TH... 
KY,€.. 2,918 31.1 37.5 31.4 4 62 64.6 3.4 
KY,H.. 3,102 27.4 ».9 37.7 os 78 $2.6 47.4 
m1,€.. 12,497 25.9 28.8 45.3 Bas M3 73.5 26.5 
“1,4... 1,732 29.7 33.7 %.6 54 2% 38.5 61.5 
OH,m.. 4,797 25.0 28.0 6.9 126 ill 71.2 28.8 
H,S.. 3,715 27.6 27.6 “68 113 69.9 30.1 
TH,E.. 2,068 31.7 26.3 42.0 112 ill 77.5 22.9 
M.. 1,617 24.9 22.8 $2.3 41 1 63.4 6.6 
TH,u 1,614 32.1 33.7 4.2 bo 30.4 69.6 


TABLE J-2 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PETIT AUROR SERVICE OW DAYS JURORS WERE SELECTED FOR TRIAL 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AW. 30, 19870 


WUMBER OF JURORS PRESENT WUMBER OF TRIALS STARTING OW THE 
FOR JURY SELECTION OR ORIENTATION SAME DAY THE JURY WAS SELECTED 


PERCENT 
WOT SELECTED 
SERVING OR 


PERCENT | PERCENT 
DISTRICT SELECTED CHALLENGED CRIMINAL ) CRIMIMAL 
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TABLE J-2 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


PETIT JUROR SERVICE OW DAYS JURORS WERE SELECTED FOR TRIAL 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUN. 30, 19870 


WUMBER OF JURORS PRESENT WUMBER OF TRIALS STARTING OW THE 
FOR JURY SELECTION OR ORIENTATION omnes SAME DAY THE JURY WAS SELECTED 
PERCENT JURTES 
WOT SELECTED SELECTED 
PERCENT PERCENT SERVING OR (CIVIL AND PERCENT PERCENT 

DISTRICT TOTAL SELECTED CHALLENGED CHALLENGED CRIMINAL ) CIVIL CRIMINAL 
10TH... 

CO....ss 2,317 bY 37.2 25.9 8 98 66.3 33.7 
eevee 2,751 35.0 32.4 32.6 9 95 69.5 30.5 
TrTTh »020 45.8 43.2 11.0 95 42 50. $0.0 

OK,M.... 1,567 il 44.8 21.1 59 43 62.8 37.2 
vEwaee 661 61.3 29.2 9.5 56 22 54. 45.5 
Monee 3,618 29.0 28.3 42.6 124 115 87.8 12.2 

UT. wees 2,256 31.2 47.1 21.7 5 54 59.3 40.7 

een 690 48.0 39.3 12.8 42 42 81.0 19.0 
11TH... 

AL,W.... 3,337 39.8 38.8 21.4 lee 139 84.9 15.1 

AL,M.... 1,452 52.5 31.3 16.3 77 33 39.4 60.6 

AL,S.... 1,654 59.9 38.5 1.6 105 11 54.5 45.5 

FL,M.... 2,681 37.9 38.5 23.6 8&6 50 30.0 70.0 

FL,M.... 8,084 30.6 31.9 37.5 254 244 56.6 43.4 

FL,S.... 20,316 27.3 %.4 %.3 457 44h 24.4 75.6 

GA,W.... 5,537 33.6 41.4 25.0 199 175 58.9 41.1 

GA,M.... 1,627 44.6 33.1 22.3 58 45 66.7 33.3 

GA,S.... : 2,379 4.2 41.2 14.5 124 46 47.8 $2.2 


* THIS TABLE INCLUDES DATA OW JURY SELECTION DAYS OWLY. 
WOT INCLUDED. 


DAY ARE 


AT A LATER DATE WILL SHOW JUROR ACTIVITY BUT WILL NOT SHOW TRIAL ACTIVITY. 


WOTE: 


DUE TO ROUNDING PERCENTS MAY NOT ADD TO 100.0 PERCENT. 


0} 


DATA ON JUROR SERVICE AFTER THE SELECTION 
THEREFORE, A DISTRICT THAT SELECTS A JURY ON ONE DAY AND BEGINS THE TRIAL 


Cases Closed 
Bourse in 
Represen Court } 
tet tone Pending ave | Pending 
By July 1, | Cases Per | June 30, 
Dieteiet 1906 Gumber | Total , com «1887 
TOTAL 6,992 [34,502] 33,676 62,549 1.9] 9,757 Vleride, @ ” 270 270 “00625 70 
Criminal 5,316 722,2427 21,787 55,056 25 5,769 Ceiminal s’ i169 79 se 5.2 a? 
Appeeie ees aan 6.2 $72 07 ne Appeals 5 10 " 5 0.5 ? 
Other? 2,752 11,9749 11,057 6,016 O88 5,060 Other 16 % 91 62 0? 16 
— 
Ar leone ie aso e500 2,182 2.5 196 Pleride, # 1% 602 e70 1,122 #1.7 216 
Celminal 128 sve sae 1,075 52 ie Ceiminal v6 42) see oe) 25 1° 
Appeals 1) 2” 19 1s) (0? a Appesis 2 28 92 16 605 22 
Other 55 aa? aes 24) 10 Li Other ” ae) 240 124 0.5 » 
Californie, 8 .. 198 ou 1 61,671) «618 281 Vloride, © ....] 1,454] 1,569171,3997 46,025 3.611, 606 
Criminal 220 708 7) 1,477 2.0 195 Criminal ye 9o8 oie 64,599 49 ae 
Appeals 2” 13 is a 615 22 Appeals ise 11? TY 4 01 161 
Other 51 215 200 ioe) 88 6s Other sve aes yas 202 os 7 
Californie, & q 2a5] 1,953 1,31 1,60 1.2 as7 Georgie, * ... 224 602 704 «62,186 5.1 212 
Criminal 170 657 67s 1,308 1.5 132 Criminal 125 329 316 «(1,874 5.9 is 
Appeals 21 25 2° 186 lO 6 1? Appeals 2? 25 2. 2) 10 29 
Other se 471 457 soo) 00? oe Ocher 2 338 365 289 08 45 
California, C ..| 607] 1,732; 1,735 5,006 2.9 04 Meweii ....... 134 342 576 oe 6142 120 
Criminal 269 O41 907 4,396 46 305 Criminal 112 465 49? $42 1.1 #0 
Appeals i) $0 $o 45 09 LU) Appeals 19 2) 19 m1 5.7? 2) 
Other 262 yal 778 645 0.8 225 Other 23 ‘4 60 +6 09 1? 
Califern.«, 8 . | 332 7,323 7,408 «65,720 6.8 “a Illinois, wm .. 252 620 574 61,028 is 208 
Criminal 207 5,917 5,807 4,777 os x17 Criminal 170 ya2 330 860 26 182 
Appeals 3) 30 35 $1 14 28 Appeals ° ? % 5 06 ? 
Other 92 1,576 1,566 602 06 102 Other ” 271 235 164 07? 109 
Colerede .......j 128 aa? 422 9 1.9 153 TOTAL 11-¢,6,m>-@ 108 428 a4) (1,156 2.4 s 
Criminal 5? 286 262 v4 2.7 61 Criminal 66 299 310 «1,074 3.5 $s 
Appeals , 16 19 is 5 0.2 1? Appeals 25 31 31 14 0.5 25 
CO ner 55 142 142 i) 0.5 55 Other 1? bd] 100 68 0? 15 
Commectiout .... 102 208 200 “20 «2? 110 Illinois, C .. - 5 5 6 is 2 
Criminal 46 115 100 466 47 61 Criminal 2 1 5 2.5 1 
Appeals 6 5 a 5 O86 5 Appeals . - 
Other 50 68 92 "1 0.8 46 Other : 5 2 5 1.5 1 


= /0 


COURT OF REFERSENTATIONS BY DISTRICT DURING THR TWELVE MONTE PERIOD ENDED UWE 30, 190) 


Tilimete, 8 .... 
Criminal 


Ceiminal 
Appeels 
Other 


Cetminal 
Appeals 
Other 


Bew Henice . 
Criminal 
Appeals 
Other 


FOTAL Sew York? 
Criminal 
Appeals 
Other 

‘ Sew York, & 
Criminal Criminal 
Appeals Appeals 
Other Other 


2nd Cireuit .. 
Criminal 
Appeels 
Other 


: Rew York, & 
Criminal 
Appeals 

Other 


Criminal 
Appeals 
Other 


TABLE E-1 
VEDERAL OSYEBDER ORCAS TAT. O85 
GROURY OF REPERSENTATIONS BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


(CONT I WUED ) 
Reprecen 
tet lems 
By 
Dietrict 
Gerth Careline, © 28) ase 57 O38 101 orm, Pee 167 see 441 461,075 «2.4 a5 
Criminal 0? 109 175 ana? 6 Criminal 86 260 270 wo) OU 6 96 
Appeals  ] . ° ° , Appeals % 40 53 5 O01 4) 
Other a5 we 6) 103 12 LP Other . 45 169 iss 2) 0? ” 
Ghie, B ..... we 223 216 56 COS 105 Penmeyivenie “ as 228 i179 P|) ee | ” 
Colminal 40 15) 14) 250 is 32 Criminal 28 19 ahi 238 21 %6 
Appesie 9 ’ 7 17?) (14.0 : Appeals 5 16 7? . 1s 
Other x” 6) ‘8 a?) O68 a Other 15 95 61 43000? 4? 
TOTAL: Ohlahome 120 Ms 3s? ms) 8 106 Pemmeyiveais, © 119) 261 262 750—CO30 ie 
Criminal 95 235 260 670226 70 Criminal ss 161 ise 742 47 60 
Appeals 17 2 20 ? o4 2) Appeals v1 26 26 5 0.1 29 
Other a 62 ” se. 60? 13 Other 30 7% ” 51 0.? 29 
Ghlehems, © .... “1 121 in 328 25 xu Puerte kico 114 539 542 1,196 2.2 ii 
Criminal x4 92 105 295 26 21 Criminal $1 3a4 350 1,054 3.0 65 
Appeals 3 + ? 5 O48 “ Appeals 12 12 25 2.1 
Other 4 21 19 30 1.6 6 Other $1 155 180 117 0.7 26 
Ghlehoms, FE .... 19 “7 “a so 862.0 13 South Carolina 101) ome 302 333). C1 8 
Criminal ’ 28 2? 6) 5.1 a Celminal 66 224 221 351 1.6 69 
Appeals 5 5 5 1 02 5 Appeals 15 5 is 5 60.2 2 
Other ° 4 12 ‘ 0.4 2 Other 20 se 63 29 0.5 16 
OGhleahome, W 6 175 182 328 C8 62 Temmessee, HM . J —e 242 218 207) 1.4 102 
Criminal sa 115 128 301 2.4 41 Criminal 42) 168 157 256 1.6 5) 
Appeals il 13 a 5 0.4 16 Appeals , iy LJ 12 5 604 9 
Other 7 4? “6 24 0.5 5 Other 4 2 66 49 3% 0.7 40 
Oregon ....... 202 382 $31 a5) 1.3 253 Tennessee, W . | 212 239 520 2.2 41 
Criminal 06 252 252 579 02.3 86 Criminal so ise 188 470 2.5 29 
Appeals 54 “9 % 29 «(08 6? Appeals 1 6 3 @ 1.2 4 
Other 62 281 24) 7 6060.3 100 Other 8 4s 48 46 1.0 a 
Pennsylwanie, E* 319 555 soe 1,314) 26 370 Temas, § ...... 222] 1,434)1,3991 1,956 1.4 265 
Criminal 151 32? 299 1,070 36 179 Criminal 162] 1,014 990 «61,751 18 186 
Appeals 18 19 15 8 oS 22 Appeals 14 21 25 5 02 10 
Other 150 209 190 236 12 169 Other 46 399 376 200 05 69 


387 


Deteil may not edd to teotel due to rounding te vhole hours 

Other representations include court directed prisoner representations, bail/presentment, witness, 
probation revocation, and parole revecetion representations 

Total includes 1,570 court directed prisoner representations of inmates of the U.S. Medical 
Center for Federal Prisoners at Springfield, Missouri 


* Community Defender Organisations 


TABLE M-1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS MISDEMEANOR CASES: 


DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 


DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 


CIRCUIT 
AND FOOD/ 
DISTRICT TOTAL TRAFFIC THEFT DRUG WEAPOMS | TRESPASS MAIL ASSAULT FRAUD OTHER 
ee 
TOTAL... 12, 89% 7,624 1,413 1,278 67 39 67 138 1,099 1,171 
|) 227 1 43 20 8 7 1 5 42 95 
1ST... 3 14 23 5 ° = 1 - 8 12 
ME. eees 36 13 nd 2 ° al aad ae ° 1 
eeccee 42 1 21 2 - 1 - é ll 
basses 5 - 2 1 - - - - 2 - 
2m... 268 3 48 49 1 - 19 2 111 | 
CT. eevee 2 > > ad bad - ’ ¥ 1 1 
WY,M.... 28 a 7 ° - - 2 1 11 5 
wY,E. eee Te baal 20 1 1 aad 11 ¥ : 5 
pSeeee 103 - 14 ” - - 3 1 2 10 
WY,W.... $1 1 2 - - 3 - 28 10 
eeeere a ~ ” > aad - - 4 4 
SAD... 299 6 78 a) 1 baal 1 al 127 “4s 
DE...... 21 1 13 3 - - - - 1 3 
ceccee 243 4 65 31 i - 1 - 119 42 
PA,E. eee 7 1 > 1 ad > ad ad 3 a 
PA,M.... 24 > aad 5 al aa baa ? 3 16 
PA,W.... 3 - . 1 - - ° 1 1 
VI eevece 1 > baal aad bed aad nal ad bead i 


TABLE M-1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 
DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 


CIRCUIT 
ANO 
DISTRICT TRAFFIC 
4TH... 3,712 2,307 377 $14 32 4 2 58 $1 367 
MD...00- 420 239 55 be] 4 - 1 1 16 9 
WC,E.... 904 706 50 61 3 4 13 5 62 
WC,M.... il bead ad > i aad al bal aad 10 
WC,M.... a4 22 9 w aad nal aad So 2 17 
eeeeee 50 4 3 Saal ed al 1 > 5 37 
VA,E.... 2,233 1,336 259 319 23 - - 44 22 230 
VA,M.... 7 - = & i aad > aad al 2 
WV,M.... ° bad ° id baad al > a ba baad 
WV,S.... 3 aad 1 1 hal al al bal 1 al 
2 STH... 446 18 81 217 4 1 ° 4 63 58 
LA,€.... 1 ? 1 ” ad ¥ > ae al ° 
LA,M.... 3 1 >< » > bad > aad aa 2 
LA,M.... 25 > 15 7 1 » bead > ? 2 
pMeree 2 ? ° » ¥ ¥ ? ? 2 al 
ePeoee 16 bod 2 > > 1 > 3 9 1 
TX,M.... 21 2 1 8 1 o > bad 3 6 
TX,E.... 19 ba 1 2 4 - al ead 8 & 
TX,S.... 256 10 24 165 2 as ° 1 3% 19 
TX,W.... 103 5 37 x - - ¥ - 6 20 
6TH... 454 78 150 71 5 3 - 13 5 78 
KY,€.... 1 »< » 1 ? » » bd ? bed 
KY,W.... 207 12 110 24 2 - ° 12 6 41 
MI,E.... 62 aa 13 27 1 » ~ a 11 10 
MI,W.... 34 - 2 3 head al ad 1 16 12 
GH,N.... 20 ° 2 5 ° - ° - 8 5 
pPrece 27 2 13 11 > a ~ ad 1 > 
TH,E.... 12 e 3 - - ad - - 4 5 
TH,M.... 66 62 5 al 2 3 ~ > 10 & 
TH,M.... 5 a 2 aad baa ” ad » baa 1 


\ 
‘\ 


TABLE M-1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS Mi 3DEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 
DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 
(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 


CIRCUIT 
AND FOGD/ 
DISTRICT THEFT OG | WEAPONS | TRESPASS 
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TABLE M-1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 
DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 
(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 


CIRCUIT 
AND FOOD/ 
DISTRICT TOTAL TRAFFIC THEFT DRUG WEAPONS | TRESPASS MAIL ASSAULT FRAUD OTHER 
714 381 99 - 3 7 19 71 89 
163 65 31 3 - 2 4 12 29 17 
154 5 23 5 - ° © 7 5 19 
13 - 2 1 ° - 2 - 7 1 
Oo, ". eee 11 al 1 2 - al - ad 5 3 
8 »&. eee & > bad had - e > aad 2 4 
PX} OK,W.... 310 204 «4 26 - 1 i ag 9 x | 
UT. .ceee 17 8 8 - > ~ 4 10 
WY. eeee > aad a bad al aad ad > - - 
11TH.. 2,826 2,367 124 82 2 ° 3 19 88 141 
AL,w. eee 1446 130 7 2 > al - ° 1 4 
AL,M.... 129 93 13 11 aa - baad 2 > 5 
AL,S.... 16 * 1 2 ba aad so 4 9 
FL,M. eee 53 +? 11 4 1 ~ 1 28 8 
FL,M.... 60 3 31 & - - 2 1 li 6 
FL,S eee 46 ” bed i7 baal al bad > 17 12 
GA, ti. eee 233 126 13 a4 - al 7 5 21 44 
GA,M.... 2,012 1,898 oY 4 13 7 - - 10 1 47 
pSeoce 112 6 3 - ° 7 - 5 6 


S77 


TABLE M-1A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY MATURE OF OFFENSE 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1987 


(PETTY OFFENSES) 


CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TRAFFIC 
TOTAL... ’ 1,052 6,338 
|) 28 1 ad al 2 al I = baad 24 
1ST... $51 456 40 1 - 18 4 7 2 a3 
WE. sees 7 26 3 : - 3 - 1 - 2 
MA. scene 290 263 al aa na 5 3 5 bad 14 
WHencees ll 10 a bad aad a 1 bad a a 
|) 1 1 > aad » al ” > aad aad 
B PRovsses 212 154 37 1 - 10 - 1 2 ? 
2... 1,165 Bs 128 22 a4 126 23 o8 37 53 
CTecccce 1 a 1 so s bad > bad ad bead 
WY... 681 449 65 4 5 oe 19 . 18 17 
WY,E.... 286 185 - 9 - uM - 23 12 21 
WY,S.... 112 50 id 9 e 23 ad 5 7 12 
WY HW... 47 ? 30 > 13 1 1 eal 2 
eeeeee 38 ” 32 ad baad bad a 1 bad | 
SAD... 2,797 2,162 1 21 66 145 16 89 23 274 
DE... sees 49 24 - > bad 8 ad 10 2 4 
Messen 2,048 1,662 - 9 31 54 6 4 16 206 
PA,E.... 1% 1 al 4 32 17 4 14 4 19 
PA,M.... 386 275 - 8 1 65 2 1 1 33 
PA,W.... 73 57 - - 2 1 4 - - 9 
Vin wcces 5 1 1 - ad bad ad aad > 3 


> 
\ 


TABLE M-1A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, MISDEMEANOR CASE 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY no r OFrense 
DURING THE TWELVE MOUTH! PERIOD CMDED YAME 30 


(PETTY OFFENSES) 


aa 
CIRCUIT / 
F000/ 
DISTRICT TOTAL TRAFFIC DRUG OTHER 
4TH... 19,277 17,091 2 126 a4 263 219 321 230 1,009 
MD. nsees 6,383 7,787 2 ” 114 4) ag 7s 307 
WCE... 2,649 2,411 ° - ° bw _ 9 92 179 
WOM... 29 22 ad e 2 bad bd be bd 4 
WC, M.... 27s ad as 4 17 a2 13 12 76 
} | 767 713 ad bd 7 9 15 4 3 22 
VA,E.... 6,574 5,935 - 29 7 29 79 150 42 303 
Manes 3M lla - 20 - 64 21 e ‘ 109 
WV,M.... 2 bead ° bad baad aad - - ? 2 
WV,S.... 60 53 ° ad ? ad 7 - aad é 
STH... 12, 589 1,642 3,076 71 4 248 761 184 78 525 
LA,E.... 1,165 899 19 i 1 4 204 ad ad an 
LA,M.... 17 bd ba » | 4 16 » bad bd 
LA,M.... 2,207 1,398 ad “4 aad 16 442 61 40 269 
WS... 217 165 . - ° 5 10 - = 17 
MS,S.... 864 Wi 1 15 = 18 14 9 12 Be 
TH Meas ae ] 1 é - 5 2 9 7 20 
T eheeee 90 » 9 baad 16 a 2 2 14 
TK,$.... 1,427 267 1,096 2 4 10 20 2 b 4 30 
THM... 6,913 4,917 1,999 14 a 174 4s 101 17 as 
6TH... 5,001 4,053 4 25 9 173 182 197 4a B44 
KY,€.... 112 39 4 ad sd 5 4 i > BB 
KYM. eee 4,050 3,461 2 i ag as 4 164 PJ 195 
M1,E.... (FS 117 ° 18 1 $2 - 20 a 32 
MI,M.... 25 7 2 » ° 3 4 ” 2 7 
OH,M.... 16 1 ” 1 5 2 > ? 7 8 
Preece 77 5 ba 2 2 2 5 1 4 6 
5 rr 290 220 - 3 1 12 7 é 3 a 
TH,M.... 18% 113 - baad aa 8 7 s i 22 
eMecee 25 20 ad a bad i 1 a ? 3 


3 


TABLE W-1/ U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CAS 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY WATURE OF “Orrense 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AME 30, 1967 


(PETTY OFFENSES) 


CIRCUIT DRUNK AT / 
AND 11 ~ +000 DI SOR- FISH/ TRES- 

DISTRICT TOTAL TRAFFIC GRATION ORUG WAIL DEARLY CAMP PASS TWEFT OTHER 
2,031 ° 21 - 109 10 5) 12 120 
1,282 - 19 - os 21 16 a 71 
ill ° - - ° 5 ° ° - 
s7 - i - 4 2 14 i 8 
72 0 - - - 11 2 a - 17 
525 497 - | - 8 J a ’ 10 
“ul, * 115 72 ad aad aad 22 9 aad - 12 
“1 oH. eee 5 i a a aad a | - ad 2 
6TH.. oe 4% 2 2 4 te 92 $2 16 227 
AA,E. . ad 8 4 7 » bead BO ° ag J 
8 ARM... 193 i] i 3 | 18 21 20 ‘ 5s 
IA, seer 10 » ad 4 7 4 1 ° i i 
IA, seer $8 BM ° aad ? 2 ‘ 4 4 i) 
ei . . 1M 64 1 eS ad 8 10 i a o8 
B,E.... 315 17% - 21 - +6 10 7 7 4a 
WO,M.... 108 102 - - 2 - - ° - 4 
WE. . Ps] 7 ad i v - 2 12 a o 
. eee il 2 al - a 4 5 2 ? 2 
BD. ..ees 94 ww ° ° - a 7 7? - 44 
9TH... 24,217 11,009 6,963 an $1 aoe 1,035 671 2 2,763 
aK... 619 474 - - - - os 4 - 71 
L) Se 1,710 363 532 é a 92 61 18 2 408 
CA,M. . 2,372 1,989 4 16 5 be] 47 93 Be 133 
CA,E.. 2,223 965 6 $a 19 130 203 63 108 610 
CA,C.. 1,626 770 4 63 10 $2 179 a2 ” M 
cA,S. ** 9,079 1,781 6,375 253 12 105 139 131 t}) 230 
“1. seer 2,441 ,063 il i - 277 4 43 D4 $7 
10. ** 288 110 4 ag 4 71 pF 1 93 
MT we 225 ai 5 i 1 18 27 w il _ 
wv. eee 002 S26 - 12 aad ay «0 26 n 118 
OR...... 1 74 - - - 16 61 s 10 4 

’ . 112 ay al bo y 7 27 4 > 
MA, . 2,319 1,990 sail 77 2 64 114 97 6 415 


: 


TABLE W-1A ee DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 


F BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


(PETTY OFFENSES) 


CIRCUIT 
DISTRICT 


AL,W.... 
AL,M.... 
AL,$.... 


eMeeeee 
FL,$.... 
eMeeee 
eMeeee 


~ 


DRUG 
22 3 20 414 
1 6 a 13 99 3 i 47 
° ° ° 3 12 2 ° 2 
33 . - 33 27 a2 9 $0 
. ° © 1 3 1 ° 13 
. 3 - a 10 6 2 47 
i 1 a 23 58 10 5 “6 
e ° ° 110 110 18 i _ 
° 6 - os 28 15 12 120 
10 108 5 408 234 173 198 542 
© 1 - 3 7 7 ll ‘ 
395 ° ° ° ° ° i ° 2 
5 ° ° i ° 2 . 4 2 
481 ° 15 i 138 a as 120 A) 
2 ° 5 a 26 a 24 8 16 
10 ° ° 3% 97 18 1 111 
° os 4 242 2s i 14 
° 23 ° 2s 44 153 


SAI 


~ 


> 
- | 
o 
= ee 


26 


ABLE W-2 de COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CAS 


ES: 
BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT 


TOTAL... 
oe 

18ST... 
\ See 


CT cccee 
A Bee 
WY.S.... 
WY Me... 


Ti ccese 


MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES PETTY OFFENSES 
vores WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED 
ALL WITH 
DEF EMD- out 
ANTS 
’ 12,6% 23,618 4,867 53 | 46,693 7,587 74 
295 227 107 - . 120 - ° 28 ° 4 - ° - 
614 63 ay 2 1 » - | 551 145 “a - 203 195 ° 
53 16 2 i ° 13 ° 37 5 2 - 29 i ° 
332 42 20 i i 19 - 1 290 13 41 - 124 112 ° 
| . ° ° ° ° ° © " 4 2 - 3 a ° 
217 5 i - . 4 . - 212 123 3 - 40 - 
1,433 208 22 1 ° 244 - 1 1,165 300 64 1 651 149 ° 
3 2 - ° ° a ° ° 1 ° ° a ° ° 
709 28 1 ° ° 27 ° ° 681 132 41 - 11 - 
362 % 6 © . 69 1 206 108 21 - 123 u ° 
215 103 12 ° © 91 © ° 112 58 2 - 52 ° as 
ft) $1 3 i ° 47 = © 47 - ° 1 ° - 
% 8 . - ° 8 - - w 2 ° ° 5 ° 
3,096 299 05 10 i 181 20 2 | 2,797 428 us 4; 1,615 205 1 
70 21 2 ° ° 18 | - “09 9 5 ° 29 6 ° 
2,291 243 80 1 1 132 18 2 | 2,068 160 275 -| 1,921 $2 ° 
243 7 2 ° ° 4 i - 101 18 ° 85 31 1 
410 24 1 ° . 23 . ° 119 » 4 62 ° 
7% 3 - ° ° 3 - - 73 »” 10 e 13 11 
6 i ° ° ° i ° . 5 ° ° - a 3 


& 
»~ 


TABLE M-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES PETTY OFFENSES 
omnes WOT CONVICTED COMVICTED WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT ALL WITH WITH 
AND AFTER | COURT ouT COURT 
DISTRICT PLEA | TRIAL TRIAL | TRIAL 
4TH... 1,403 113 1 |1,770 ty ft) 1 | 19,277 | 5,463 1,948 - | 9,276 2,992 1 
MD. wees 6,803 420 73 1 1 333 12 ° 8,363 | 2,14 059 - | 4,872 806 e 
WC,E.... 3,753 204 609 6 baal 280 8 1 2,049 1,044 2 1,696 $1 ? 
WC,M.... 40 ll bod > bea 11 aad al 2 3 4a ad 18 4 ba 
WC ,M.... 9 t 1 ad 65 ll aad a5 w 13 ad 184 40 ? 
Bee cccce 617 50 J bad > 49 » aa 767 $4 e 80 43 ° 
VA,E.... 6,807 2,233 712 103 baad 1,026 392 bad 6,574 1,519 890 ? 2,570 1,994 1 
Monee 45 7 1 2 - 3 1 - 338 73 67 - 148 50 ° 
WV,M.... 2 bad aad ” ? ad ad 2 D4 - ba 2 ad ? 
B WV,S.... 63 3 al bad ad 3 aad al 60 50 al ad 6 « * 
STH... | 13,038 446 n 4 - 395 5 3 | 12,589 | 3,618 304 5 | 6,039 616 7 
LA,E.... 1,166 1 - ad ~ 1 ? = 1,165 699 15 5 365 7 4 
LA,M.... 20 3 nd sd al 3 bed ? 17 2 baad a 15 4 4 
LA,M. ee 2,232 25 5 1 aad 17 2 4 2,207 590 127 7 1,306 181 3 
pMeees 219 2 a ad > 1 ad 1 217 40 3 ad 163 il ° 
Bere 480 16 4 - baad 16 sf ad $oe 102 w% al 295 31 ° 
THM... 110 21 a - - 19 - - 69 27 14 ° 42 6 © 
™, eeee 109 19 5 bad aad 14 ad pad a4 2 ad 4 66 ? 
TX, eee 1,683 256 15 4 baal 239 ° 2 1,427 228 rs] ad 1,199 11 ? 
TK, M.... 7,016 103 12 3 ad 6s 3 aad 6,913 1,906 78 baad 4,690 239 bad 
6TH... 5,455 a 70 9 2 ws 15 a $,001 | 2,932 123 4] 1,695 274 13 
KY,E.... 113 1 bd ¥ nad 1 m4 ad 112 18 1 4 6s 17 a 
KY,W... 4,257 207 4] 4 - 148 6 2 4,080 | 2,722 71 3/| 1,098 154 2 
MI,E.... 310 62 3 - ° 59 e 248 60 23 1 156 7 | 
“1, eeee 59 MM sd a 1 233 - a r} 18 ad baad 7 > 7 
oH, eeee _ 20 » 4 - 20 > 7 18 5 1 ad 12 4 >< 
CH,S.... 104 27 11 1 ° 12 2 i 7 i] 7 - ww 6 2 
TH, eeee 302 12 1 ¥ 4 10 1 4 290 24 10 ad 209 4) ? 
TH,M.... 242 us 7 4 1 67 é 1 196 53 8 - 62 3 ° 
TH,M.... 3% 5 1 saad ~ 4 ” > 25 2 2 al 11 10 ad 


TABLE M-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 


DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY aig A 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30 


7 DISPOSITION 
1987 


MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES PETTY OFFENSES 
venas WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT ALL WITH- WITH 
AND DEF EMD- OuT COURT | JURY AFTER | COURT | JURY OuT COURT | JURY AFTER | COURT | JURY 

DISTRICT ANTS TOTAL | TRIAL | TRIAL | TRIAL PLEA | TRIAL | TRIAL TOTAL | TRIAL | TRIAL | TRIAL PLEA | TRIAL | TRIAL 

7TH... 2,741 BAD 82 12 1 2% ll a 2,398 | 1,178 169 - O44 407 - 
IL,@.... 1,903 $2 6 a e 4 bad ad 1,451 802 129 aad 205 315 ad 
IL,C.... 150 w 5 sd - 27 2 - 116 ll 14 - 66 25 - 
IL,$.... 153 b  ] 8 2 - 27 2 - 114 31 6 - 72 5 - 
IN,M.... i) 6 - - - 5 1 - hi 6 i ° 65 - - 

eSeees 732 207 63 10 ? 126 6 1 525 251 18 - 205 $1 - 
WI,E.... 120 5 - - - 4 - 1 115 77 1 - 27 10 - 

eevee 5 a ? baad baad baal e aad 5 - ad = 4 1 bad 

6TH. ee 1,287 259 8 1 1 a3 ad 998 205 54 baad 168 > 
AR, €. eee 58 io ed ad al 16 ? aad 42 4 2 a 9 baad 
AR,H.... 214 21 1 - - 20 - - 193 41 7 - 139 6 - 
1A,48.. . 20 10 ad > bad 10 ? ? 10 a sf baad 10 bead aad 
1A,8. 59 i - - - 1 - ° 58 ll 4 - 14 2 - 
oo eeeee 134 bf ° a baad bod o sd 1 53 4 baad 29 48 al 
“Oo, eeee 337 22 1 sd > at > 4 bal 315 69 23 baad 189 MB > 
MO,H.... 74 1% 6 7 1 145 23 - 108 - ° - 102 6 - 
WE. eeeee 32 3 ad ad 3 al a 29 al » 8 ad 
wm. eeee 17 6 ba > > 6 baal aad 11 ° 4 aad 6 5 > 
so. eee 102 4 bad - ad 4 - = $8 10 ad “4 27 ad 

9TH... | 27,902 | 3,205 1,157 13 16 | 2,056 22 21 | 24,217 | 5,746 919 2 | 16,089 1,442 49 
Loree 727 106 42 1 3 56 3 3 619 137 67 - 325 90 - 
AZ.... 1,909 199 a - 1 183 ° 3 1,710 550 31 1; 1,101 27 - 
CA,m.. 2,770 398 105 2 1 284 ‘ 2 2,372 602 185 -| 1,340 244 i 
CA, 2,355 132 21 1 - 109 1 2,223 404 144 -| 1,416 229 ta) 
CA,C . 1, 57 3 ? bad $3 1 ad 1,626 375 147 @ Tes 9 a 
CA,S.. 9,165 3 - - a3 - - 9,079 | 2,067 13 -| 6,985 13 1 
MI. ....s 3,659 | 1,418 761 6 2 640 7 a 2,441 639 60 -| 1,667 sa 17 
1D. ee WS 18 2 ad 1 18 ? baad 288 103 5 > 65 18 a 
Ue 229 4 3 - - 1 - - 225 44 il - 146 24 - 
|) eee 840 38 J - - 7 - 1 0n2 314 29 7 398 60 - 
oR. . ee 421 20 1 ad ~ 19 ? al 401 2 15 - 271 8s ad 
WA,E. 123 il - - - 11 - os 112 % 23 - 9 24 - 
A 3,115 71% 203 3 8 5o6 é 10 2,319 426 189 -| 1,491 213 - 


PAY 


TABLE M-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1987 


MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PEITY OFFENSES PETTY OFFENSES 
. WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED 
TOTAL T 
CIRCUIT ALL WITH- WITH 
AL DEF END- OuT COURT | JURY AFTER | COURT | JURY OuT | COURT | JURY 

DISTRICT ANTS TOTAL | TRIAL | TRIAL | TRIAL PLEA | TRIAL | TRIAL — TRIAL | TRIAL | TRIAL 

10TH... 9,319 714 141 3 2 545 14 9 8,605 | 3,106 306 - | 4,917 676 ° 
CO...... 626 163 ae . ° 13% 2 ° 194 20 ° 191 58 ag 
KS. ..... 1,732 154 68 a 1 73 9 1 1,578 637 33 > aoe 3 > 
WH wees 186 13 ° © - 13 - ° 773 251 91 - ba) - 
OK,M.... 33 11 ° ° - ll ° ° 22 5 1 ° 16 ° ° 
OK,E.... 286 & - oa - e - ° 280 233 11 - 30 6 ° 
OK,W... 3,921 310 38 ° 1 263 1 t 3,611 | 1,29 54 ~ | 2,208 93 ° 
UT. eeeee 1, 57 9 I » a4 2 t 1, 6/ > 602 ae bad 
WY... eee - - ° - - - - 429 4 29 ° 266 60 ° 

11TH... 8,292 | 2,826 165 180 9 |2,196 300 16 5,466 697 590 37 | 3,2% 903 3 
AL,M.... 3 144 21 1 - 116 a 4 219 24 10 ° 152 33 ° 
ALM... 487 129 21 ° a & 15 5 358 93 17 - 222 26 ° 
AL,S.... 2% 16 - ° ° 15 ° 1 10 1 1 - 5 3 ° 
FL,M.. 1,050 53 5 1 2 41 3 1 997 137 101 ° 673 63 3 
FL,M.. 1 60 ° 1 1 58 . e 301 200 23 1 46 33 e 
FL,S.. oo 1 ° ° 45 - ° 459 162 40 ° 165 92 ° 
GA,W.. 9o6 233 18 5 3 181 21 5 733 o 5 ° 558 64 ° 
GA,M. 2,038 | 2,012 5 166 - |1,536 254 - 26 4 - - 19 3 ° 

5. 2,4% 1 43 ‘ 1 78 5 ° 2,363 10 353 3% | 1,398 Sot . 
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TABLE M-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 636(A) 
DURING THE TWELVE MOWTH PERIOD ENDED JUWE 30, 1 


CIRCUIT SEARCH IWITIAL GRAND 
ANO WAR- JURY 

DISTRICT SESSIONS OTHER 
TOTAL... 134,091 11,744 12,926 2,057 45,571 6,104 7,140 4,110 28,827 15,612 
OC. ..es 1,998 151 235 15 752 3% 148 109 124 126 

1ST... 5,223 339 %2 65 1,345 131 295 293 1,435 938 
ME. cee 329 42 7 - 100 10 17 13 ca 41 
MA. sees 2,061 123 157 71 409 “7 179 162 554 59 
We sees 129 8 4 > 33 bd > 4 x4 M ll 
|) ee 386 79 29 ° 59 le 9 25 80 89 
PRowssss 2,318 87 165 14 The 58 90 58 tos 438 

2m0... 10,075 1,686 1,502 40 3,799 133 635 530 589 1,161 
ee 955 250 79 | 170 21 118 61 143 112 
WY,M.... 705 65 101 - 206 18 32 57 127 9 
WY,E.... 3, 338 315 597 22 1,333 2 330 281 8 360 
WY,S.... 4,104 667 668 lo 1,616 32 126 $1 3 $25 
WY,H.... 7106 184 44 a 177 x» 15 60 156 a) 

eeecee 267 5 13 1 97 » 14 20 2 25 

3AD... 7,063 869 1,001 150 2,192 618 337 531 1,516 649 
DE...... 08 24 4 $8 19 i 16 135 29 
| eee 1,332 269 240 - 7 15 110 18 93 
PA,E.... 3,418 5u4 ae 790 395 62 209 698 399 
PA,M.... 286 63 20 128 17 2 5 3 » 
VI weess 1,021 13 20 al 357 as 241 ad 259 “4 


TABLE M-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 636(A) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


c0v 


IRCUIT SEARCH ARREST IWITIAL GRAND 
. Aa WAR- WAR- SuM- APPEAR- PRELIM. BAIL JURY ARRAIGN- 
DISTRICT TOTAL RANTS RANTS MONSES ANCES EXAMS REVIENS SESSIONS MENTS OTHER 
4TH... 8,641 826 1,074 125 2,951 431 204 312 1,914 1,004 
MD. weees 2,157 331 302 7 702 a 5] 1 405 258 
WC,E.... 759 4d 67 - 371 53 25 7§ o6 oa 
WC,M.... 631 45 75 7 288 ) ay 8 58 100 
Monee 1,227 22 74 61 425 » 15 » 424 131 
eee See 71 175 5 200 28 ba & 359 48 
VA,E.. 1,813 223 223 40 626 213 2% 123 125 214 
VA,M.... 3B4 42 7s © 142 17 14 1 2 91 
WM... 346 2% 29 9 4 11 5 ° 129 53 
WV,S.... 558 24 54 2 113 DI 7 29 269 49 
STH... 20,119 948 1,789 385 8,237 789 1,226 378 3,798 2,569 
LA,E... 2,791 72 54 a 841 21 79 84 1,007 591 
LA,M.. 2% 14 13 © 97 17 7 - 60 28 
LA,W.... 549 $1 48 7 144 12 97 » 125 5] 
yl... 295 21 9 3 125 4 10 10 102 11 
MS ,S. ee 579 61 a5 1 155 18 13 261 28 
TK,M.. 2,120 11 273 1 1,126 127 60 1 52 329 
TK,E.... 632 2% $0 3 141 12 12 21 72 295 
TK,S.... 8,546 370 705 189 3,635 260 $22 140 1,892 833 
THM... 4,391 182 592 179 1,973 321 426 92 227 399 
6TH... 9,127 817 1,187 32 2,727 460 255 367 2,499 768 
KY,€.. 439 3 69 17 2s 9 136 67 
KY,M... 812 0 111 oe 181 53 12 2s 21 139 
MI,E.... 2,060 373 13 907 6 as 1595 eae 117 
MI,M.. 520 $1 78 ° 101 3 3 37 209 38 
OH,S.... 1,093 171 - 244 82 00 61 1m 171 
TH, E. 534 61 83 - 180 8 7? 8 164 23 
THM... 649 54 Mu 4 374 a 13 17 % 71 
TH, HM. . 926 42 > 404 85 20 » 285 B) 


TABLE 4-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 26 U.S.C. SECTION 636(A) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT SEARCH ARREST IWITIAL GRAND 
AND WAR- WARS sUuM- APPEAR- PRELIM. BAIL JURY ARRAIGH- 

DISTRICT TOTAL RANTS RANTS WONSES ANCES EXAMS REVI SESSIONS MENTS OTHER 

7TH... 4,761 467 361 21 1,591 276 ae 135 911 913 
IL, WM... 1,421 200 6? 15 190 32 1 162 216 
IL,C.... 503 31 58 - % 11 7 10 165 145 

pSeeee 422 2% 33 © 02 é 210 84 
IW, M.... 719 41 6 o 294 18 13 R  ] 118 124 
In, eee 622 67 nal 264 19 2 3 1 232 
WI,E.... 747 110 37 - 247 33 17 41 163 9 
WI,W.... 317 31 - 112 ° 9 3% 92 13 

STH... 7,814 752 621 » 2,497 48) 349 % 2,017 765 
AR,E.... 499 29 41 2 159 7 6 6 211 3% 
AR, WM... ~ 138 % t > MB 7 13 5 49 15 
IA,M...- 329 74 29 3 49 9 3 16 130 1 
IA,S.... 370 45 42 2 88 12 12 11 118 “0 
WM. wees 1,659 205 201 3 448 173 5 8 403 168 
WO,E.... 1,660 214 279 20 560 89 213 ° 108 97 
WO,W.... 1,656 111 132 e 632 118 41 28 412 182 
WE. ees 492 RY) 23 1 159 12 9 le 177 57 
MD. .eeee 275 12 25 as 72 13 3 4 107 x” 
SD....6. 7% 15 43 - 2% 41 4 2 222 113 

OTH... 32,543 3,415 2,407 824 11, 386 1,213 2,067 5aa 7,176 3,367 
Me wceee 588 79 20 1 $1 58 4 22 204 118 
AZ. wees 3,206 221 143 49 1,100 77 ea 91 807 452 
CA,M.... 4,832 454 158 1,713 93 384 10 1,223 377 
CA,E.... 2,843 176 292 47 1,180 148 123 61 490 326 
CA,C.... 6,555 1,003 611 102 2,250 188 240 184 1,295 682 

pS.eee 6. 280 318 3,326 242 669 23 1,318 323 
|) Seo 747 390 4 5 103 22 29 23 103 68 
ID...... 395 41 16 - as 20 - 6 173 55 

ceccce 157 21 11 2 62 4 14 ° 18 5 
WV cseee 7 2,257 264 330 112 602 42 83 92 $08 224 
OR...... 1,450 188 41 2% cA 157 2 38 31 291 
WA,E.... 732 “ 9” - 153 54 “ 2 260 54 
WA,W.... 1,794 138 106 4 486 108 6 » 426 392 


TABLE M-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 636(A) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


CIRCUIT IWITIAL GRANO 
AND APPEAR- JURY 
DISTRICT SESSIONS OTHER 
10TH... 8,341 488 600 72 2,304 417 4 112 2,143 1,851 
CO...... 1,998 139 242 25 591 1% 74 oe 
KS. ..e0e 1,030 % 23 bail 404 a 2 310 171 
p- WH wees 1,771 62 60 38 665 104 87 14 477 264 
2 OK,M.... 3 3 ° 168 31 15 19 233 344 
OK,€. eee 186 18 7 » 13 5 4 aad 117 22 
OK,W.... 1,048 87 117 1 231 21 71 4 205 311 
UT. ..e0s 1,225 83 77 ° 150 53 61 7 377 417 
eoccce 195 24 % 8 82 23 4 - a 17 
11TH... 17,386 986 1,587 272 5,690 819 1,184 bb4 4,705 1,479 
AL,M.... 644 + 4 161 7 1 19 310 31 
AL,M.... 22 51 - 132 8 11 7 3 
AL,S.... 474 18 20 . 110 19 17 16 210 64 
FL,M.... 421 28 63 ° 204 13 10 13 13 77 
FL,M.... 3,634 216 457 25 1,031 274 147 138 397 
FL,S.... 8,952 445 492 201 3,215 266 925 348 2,421 619 
GA,W.... 1,986 117 232 37 561 117 60 97 12 
GA,M. eee 247 22 25 5 138 24 1 bed 28 4 
GA,S.... 772 62 192 - 138 51 15 22 261 31 


SOV 


TABLE M-4 U.S.DISTRICT COURTS 

PROCEEDINGS AMD CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(B) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 
TOTAL MOTIONS 
CIRCUIT CRIMINAL , 
AND CIVIL TOTAL PRETRIAL 636(B) 636(B) PROBATION 

DISTRICT MATTERS CRIMIWAL CONFERENCES (1)(A) (1)(B) REVOCAT IONS OTHER 
TOTAL... 228 ,045 40,063 3,622 28 , 379 2,871 191 5,000 
DC. ..60. 955 51 - 2 1 37 11 

1ST... 19,716 6,3% 151 6,062 91 3 89 
ME.....- 992 182 x 144 3 bd 1 
MA. ..00- 10,065 4,261 1 4,197 4 3 26 
WH. ..oes 973 59 hed 4 baa > 
Row eees 1,360 183 &3 111 3 aa 16 
PR....0. 6,326 1,711 63 1,555 47 > a 

2mD... 12,893 387 21 228 81 ° 57 
CT. wees 2,794 232 - 180 51 - 1 
WY,M.... 540 10 10 - ° e - 
WY,E.... 4,962 55 od bad 4 - 55 
WY,S.... 3,261 62 11 46 5 ° og 
WY ,H.... 1,124 28 al 2 25 > 1 
Weeeccce 212 > ae baad ” a aad 

SRD... 13,441 1,040 1 810 150 1 78 
DE...... 302 bod aa > » 4 
eee 8,154 4 * 1 1 od 2 
PA,E.... 2,147 ° 513 142 1 26 
PA,M.... 808 bo > bd ~ baa 7 
PA,W.... 1,050 1 202 5 - a] 
VIwweeee 980 98 . 4 2 - 2 


TABLE M-4 U.S.DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIOWS 636(8) AMD (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 


TOTAL NOTIONS 
CIRCUIT CRIMINAL ° 
AND CIVIL TOTAL PRETRIAL 636(8) (8) PROSATION 

DISTRICT MATTERS CRIMINAL CONFERENCES (1)(A) (1)(B) REVOCATIONS OTWER 

4TH... 11,64 2,279 ao 1,7% 72 20 311 
MD....0- 1,300 & ° > ” 3 5 

pEvoee 2,152 4% 5 462 1 11 & 
WC,M.... 1,482 202 aad 89 2 2 109 
WC,M.... 1,527 1,274 - 1,123 a9 2 100 

eeccee 1,657 167 72 7 4 2 52 
VA,E.... 1,630 7 > 4 a ad 3 
VA,M.... 1,067 ae 3 21 - ° 20 
WV,M.... 470 62 ad ss 7 bad ba 
WV,S.... 560 19 - 5 - - 14 

5TH... 34,883 3,980 134 2,872 185 17 772 
LA,E.... 9,651 986 68 689 62 1 136 
LA,M.... 889 162 33 81 3 al A 
LA,W.... 3,096 544 13 415 87 > 29 
MS,M.... 3,933 69 al a4 3 ~ 22 

ePeecee 8,067 657 al 6s 2 > 220 
TK, M.... 1,668 $1 > a 3 » 4 
T™,€.... 781 13 ° 4 - - 9 
TX, wr 4,623 1,090 16 890 = 3 181 
TX,W.... 2,173 238 6 70 25 13 126 

6TH... 27, 704 2,453 568 1,026 194 9 6% 
KY,E.... 2,201 111 - 71 21 baal 19 
KY, eee 1,230 77 _ 6 1 > 70 
MI,€... 5,35 742 ws 133 23 3 227 
MI, eeee 3,462 252 150 2 9 5 59 
OH,W.... 4,141 4M 47 407 6 - 
OH,S.... ’ 73 > 3 é > 37 
TH,E.... 2,676 533 2 339 128 ° 7 
TW,M.... 52% 11 bo ” » 1 10 
TW,M.... 1,270 6 il e e 141 
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TABLE M-4 U.S.DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AWD CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 26 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT 


AND 
DISTRICT 


10TH. . 


Gao ccece 
KS. neces 
OK Me... 

Woon 


WV. cceee 
11TH... 


AL,W.... 
AL,M.... 
FL.N.... 
FL,M.... 
FL,S.... 
CALM... 
GA,S.... 


CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 


TOTAL MOTIONS 
CRIMINAL T 
PRETRIAL 636(8) 636(B) PROBATION 

CONFERENCES (1)(A) (1)(B) REVOCATIONS OTHER 
14,638 946 452 303 48 2 141 
3,523 308 272 21 © - 15 
265 279 160 56 14 2 47 
1,463 oe - 59 5 - a 
744 17 & 2 - - 9 
257 14 14 © ° ° - 
1,432 69 - 6 ad ° 63 
1,360 128 - 99 24 5 
594 65 - 60 5 ° - 
26, 926 11,735 1,227 8,933 538 39 998 
1, +4 533 265 193 50 5 ° 
1,529 201 ° 190 9 ° 2 
1,977 86 a2 ° - ° 64 
9,918 4,787 454 3,902 89 16 326 
6,623 4,24 218 3,365 248 8 407 
»372 1,544 247 1,073 141 8 75 
298 22 ° 21 1 ° ° 
1, 466 316 1 189 - 2 124 


TABLE M4-A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AMD (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 
“PRTSOWER PETITIONS 
CIVIL 
RIGHTS 


CIRCUIT | TOTAL 
CIVIL PRETRIAL 36(8 
DISTRICT | MATTERS | CONFERENCES 1)(A 


=————SSS——+ 
TOTAL... | 152,757 45,167 94,722 17,229 
901 301 
12,920 2,415 
747 222 
5,728 1,183 
867 323 
1,097 210 
4,481 477 
11,412 6,443 
649 
10 


3,213 
1,799 
745 
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ww 
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TABLE M4~-A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AWD CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 286 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AMD (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES SECTION 
“PRTSOWER PETTTIONS- 
CIRCUIT TOTAL . 
PRETRIAL CONSENT 
DISTRICT CONFERENCES 

4TH... 6,544 1,216 8 4,678 375 275 3,022 597 162s «1,283 849 141 721 
MD. ween 561 13 33 731 165 9 425 126 6 197 
i ter 1,280 221 967 $1 41 376 89 23 255 9 ° “9 
we, eee 1,015 84) 4 265 49 22 175 19 a 4 
WCW. e 131 ° 100 14 17 122 31 25 60 ° 4 
seees 855 77 701 $1 a 635 113 33 261 142 as 70 
VA,E... 1,498 122.1, 167 134 75 125 | ° 8 be ° 164 
VAM... 690 374 31 Ry 333 8 2 6 287 1 122 
a WY Monee 24% 5 162 41 1 4 19 40 69 ° “4 
oS ' 268 x” 220 5 4 273 27 19 24 155 48 71 
5TH... 25,463 5,642 17,872 567 1,382 5,440 | 1,363 396) = 2, 790 633 258 663 
LA,E.... 7,232 1,858 5,072 103 199 1,463 248 38 919 79 179 378 
LA,M... 279 11 2 355 48 ° 272 17 18 43 
LA,W.... 2,006 148 1,823 9 26 548 176 » 172 142 22 6 
MSM... 3,539 299-3, 146 8 325 “5 i 173 105 i 26 
4S,S. 6,978 1,352 5,405 117 104 232 54 12 55 7s » ae 
THM. ee , 157 952 182 14 440 217 Le) 126 “4 as 6 
TK,E.... 173 144 17 49 385 78 81 220 cd ° ob 
TK,S...- 2,660 737——s«1, 684 164 75 873 372 432 » i 23 
TK,M... 1,13 43 137 51 905 799 175 123 421 79 i 29 
6TH 16, 400 3,001 11,776 1,215 408 6,051 | 1,356 456 = 4, 005 2,248 166 ae 
KY,E... 1,538 175-1, 206 156 1 69 104 157 216 6 u 
KYW... 164 37 32 989 232 548 171 i 3 
MI,E... 2,859 351 82,173 148 187 1,764 179 7% 705 787 17 3 
MIM. 2,585 537 i, 29 37 90 il 290 233 i 1 
We. 3,024 632 ' 212 115 621 137 17 80 384 3 524 
OH,S.... 4,253 787) 2, 934 28 2,507 409 121,143 263 680 116 
TW,E. 1,321 woe 9 7 108 22 579 111 2 147 
THM... 145 25 41 78 1 370 11 15 274 $1 19 15 
TWH... $11 91 399 21 ° 601 121 162 229 57 3 


TABLE W4-A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AMD CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 26 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AMD (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 


CIRCUIT 
PRETRIAL 
DISTRICT CONFERENCES 
7TH... 
IL, MW... 


IL,C.... 
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6TH... 
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TABLE M4-A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


PROCEEDINGS AWO CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. ert a 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT 


10TH. . 
CO... 


WV nc cees 
11TH... 


AL,W.... 
AL,M.... 
AL,S.... 
FLW... 
FL,M.... 
FL,S... . 
GA,W. eee 
GA,M... . 
GA,S.... 


CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES SECTION 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
TOTAL 
CIVIL | PRETRIAL CIVIL | SOCIAL | SPECIAL CONSENT 
MATTERS | CONFERENCES FEDERAL | RIGHTS | SECURITY | MASTER CASES 
12,177 153 921 ry) ? 70 
2,979 2,644 306 28 1 236 40 30 163 - 3 5 
4,765 1,262 3, 460 40 3 221 49 - 172 : . 38 
1,198 265 926 ? - 199 56 14 104 25 - - 
633 375 157 73 28 94 38 8 32 16 - 4 
130 90 40 - : 113 27 11 62 13 - : 
1,034 968 53 - 13 329 91 79 130 25 4 20 
1,001 616 199 164 22 231 31 11 180 9 - 1 
437 273 143 - 21 92 14 - 78 - - 2 
11,170 1,307 8, 972 748 163 | 4,021 | 1,005 267 2,042 561 6 57 
213 75 132 1 5 641 | 192 2% 411 : 2 - 
- : - - - 356 83 10 227 % - - 
1,012 42 844 118 8 316 56 6 179 67 a 10 
1,595 101,354 228 3 2% 44 a9 139 64 - 32 
4,736 742 3,892 41 61 395 | 152 ‘ 73 164 . 4 
1, 359 = 1,029 290 31 668 | 239 100 229 100 - 4 
72 810 68 34 844 | 246 53 404 a5 5 6 
- - - - : 276 55 4 213 4 - : 
921 ? 911 2 1 229 18 3 167 41 - 1 


EVIDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED 8 
PURSUANT 


TABLE WS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
VY U.S. MAGISTRATES 


TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AMD (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1967 


CIRCUIT 
DISTRICT 


TOTAL... 
|) 
1ST... 


HEARINGS (SECTION 636(8)(1)(B)) 


SPECIAL 


WASTER 


(SECTION 636(8)(2)) 


COMSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
TERMINATED (SECTION 636(C)) 


PRISONER PETITIONS 


STATE 
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TABLE 5 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
EVIDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AMD (C) 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


WEARINGS (SECTION 636(8)(1)(8)) SPECIAL MASTER COMNSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
(SECTION 636(8)(2)) TERMINATED (SECTION 636(C)) 


PRISOMER PETITIONS AFTER TRIAL 
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TABLE 4-5 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
EVIDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AMD (C) 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 


WEARINGS (SECTION 636(8)(1)(8)) SPECIAL MASTER COWSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
(SECTION 636(8)(2)) TERMINATED (SECTIOW 636(C)) 


PRISONER PETITIONS AFTER TRIAL 
STATE | FEDERAL CIVIL WITH | WITHOUT 


CIRCUIT 
AND 


DISTRICT WABEAS | WABEAS | RIGHTS WEARING | HEARING 
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TABLE W-5 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
EVIDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AMD (C) 

OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 


WEARINGS (SECTION 636(8)(1)(8)) SPECIAL MASTER CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
(SECTION 636(8)(2)) TERMINATED (SECTION 636(C)) 
PRISGNER PETITIONS AFTER TRIAL 
CIRCUIT 
AND STATE | FEDERAL CIVIL MITH WI THBUT WITHOUT Noe 
DISTRICT TOTAL | CRIMIMAL CIVIL | HABEAS MABEAS | RIGHTS TOTAL | WEARING | WEARING TOTAL TRIAL JUaY JURY 
Guerse 

10TH. . 240 4 172 9 6 ag ? 4 3 70 62 4 s 
ce. eeeee 68 1 13 4 3 24 3 a 3 5 § an ° 
> eevee 6 ae 4 bad aad > aad ad aad BS _ 2 2 
a | 9 ad 3 a 2 bd - a > aad ° ? 7 
eMecee 14 1 3 - bad 1 = = > & i 1 2 
Meee. | 180 - 9 - 1 - 4 4 - 20 20 - - 
eeeeee 2 2 8 1 aad 14 > ” ad 1 o 1 ad 
eeeeee 1 aad ad ad al 1 7 al a 2 a ” aad 
11TH... 653 340 118 44 15 134 66 il 35 57 a4 4 4 
AL. eee 18 6 = 4 2 6 2 2 al ad > aad ad 
eMeees $2 1 4 10 a 41 4 ” ° > > > bad 
eSeeee 78 1 i 15 - 60 a 3 § 10 e 3 1 
FL,M.... 12 - 3 2 2 - - - - 2 26 - 4 
FL,M. eee 134 61 48 5 » ’ baad > aad 4 & ad > 
FL,S. eee 250 186 $1 aad 8 5 h ¢ ad bid & 1 » 3 
GA,M. eee 7§ be) a 9 3 ad & 6 Ls) 6 § aad 1 
GA,M. eee md > 2 © = bed a = S > 2 ad © 
ePeces 4 10 1 1 - 22 aad a al 1 ” 1 aa 
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® Excludes passports processed by regiona) U.S. passport offices, ).8. post offices, and state courts. 


Table V-1 
U.S. District Courts 
Service Provided by and Received from Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1987 


Service Provided to Other District Courts Service Received from Other Courts 


Active 
Senior 


Active 
Senior 


Active 
Senior 


Active 
Senior 


Active 
Senior 


Active 
Senior 


Active 
Senior 


Active 
Senior 


Table V-1 
U.S. District Courts 
Service Provided by and Received from Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1987 


(continued) 
Service Provided to Other District Courts Service Received from Other Courts 
Judges Criminal Judges Criminal 
Providing Civil | Defen- Providing Civil | Defen- 

Circuit Service Cases | dants Trials Service Cases dants Trials 
and Termi-| Termi- | Com- Termi- | Termi- | Com- 
District Status | Number/| nated | nated |pleted* | Status | Number | nated | nated pleted* 

3ed Cireuit Active 9 54 6 16 Active 7 48 3 16 
Senior 1 - 1 - Senior 1 - 1 - 
DE Active 1 13 2 7 Active - ~ - - 
Senior : : ° - | Senior - - - - 
NJ Active 2 32 - 5 Active - - - - 
Senior - - ° - | Senior : - : . 
PA, E Active 3 6 2 - Active - - - - 
Senior 1 - 1 - Senior - - - - 
PA, M Active - - - - Active 1 1 - - 
Senior - - : - | Senior ° - - : 
PA, W Active 2 - 2 - Active 5 16 3 11 
Senior - - - - Senior 1 - 1 - 
VI Active - - - - Active 1 31 - 5 
Senior - : : - | Senior - - - 
Court of 
Appeals Active 1 3 ~ 4 
Senior - - - - 
4th Cireuit Active 7 4 4 ~ Active 7 1 6 - 
Senior 7 15 42 34 Senior 9 3 41 13 
MD Active 3 2 2 - Active 2 ~ 2 - 
Senior 2 8 - 7 Senior ~ - - - 
NC,E Active - - - - Active 2 - 2 . 
Senior - - - - Senior 1 - 1 - 
NC, M Active 1 - 1 - Active - ~ - - 
Senior - - - - Senior 1 ~ - 1 
NC, W Active 1 1 - - Active - ~ ~ . 
Senior 1 1 1 - Senior 1 - 1 - 
sc Active 1 1 - - Active 2 1 1 - 
Senior - - - - Senior 3 2 1 1 
VA, E Active - - - - Active - - - - 
Senior 3 5 39 27 Senior - : - - 
VA, W Active - - - - Active - - - - 
Senior - - - - | Senior ° : . : 
WV, N Active 1 - 1 - Active - - - - 
Senior - - - - Senior 3 1 38 11 
Wwv,s Active - - - - Active 1 - 1 - 
Senior 1 1 2 - Senior - - - - 
Court of 
Appeals Active ° - ° : 
Senior - - - - 
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Table V-1 
U.S. District Courts 
Service Provided by and Received from Visiting 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1987 


(continued) 
Service Provided to Other District Courts Service Received from Other Courts 
Judges Criminal Judges Criminal | 
Providing Civil | Defen- Providing Civil \ 

Cireuit Service Cases dants | Trials Service Cases | dants Trials 
and Termi- | Termi- | Com- Termi- | Termi- | Com- 
District Status | Number | nated | nated |pleted* | Status | Number | nated | nated ted* 

Sth Cireuit Active 15 12 10 19 Active 16 11 11 19 
3 2 3 16 | Senior 7 2 7 21 
LA, E Active 1 - 1 - | Active - - - - 
Senior 1 : 3 7 | Senior ° ° - - 
LA, M Active ° : : - | Active : ° : : 
Senior - - - - | Senior - - - - 
LA, W Active 2 1 1 - | Active 3 5 1 2 
Senior . - ° - | Senior - ° . : 
MS, N Active 1 1 - - Active 1 - - 1 
Senior 1 - . 9 | Senior - - - - 
Ms, S Active - - - - Active 1 - 1 - 
Senior - - - - Senior 2 - 4 7 
TX, N Active 1 - 1 - Active 2 2 2 7 
Senior - - - - | Senior 3 - 2 14 
TX,E Active 2 - - 6 Active 1 1 - - 
Senior 1 2 - Senior - - - - 
Tx,s Active | 1 5 4 Active 5 2 1 3 
Senior - Senior 2 2 1 - 
TX, W Active 1 1 ° - | Active 3 1 6 6 
Senior - - - - | Senior - - - - 
Court of 
Appeals Active 6 # 2 4 
Senior - - - - 
6th Cireuit Active 33 43 23 36 Active 38 47 19 37 
Senior 10 143 24 17 | Senior 13 146 23 2 
KY,E Active 2 4 - - | Active 13 14 9 32 
Senior - - - - | Senior 2 4 - - 
KY, W Active - - - - Active 4 7 - 1 
Senior - - - - | Senior - - - - 
MI, E Active 12 5 15 19 Active 2 - 2 - 
Senior 2 - 3 - | Senior 1 - 1 - 
Ml, W Active 2 2 2 - Active 5 4 1 - 
Senior 1 - - 7 | Senior - : - - 
OH, N Active 4 5 3 2 Active 2 4 1 - 
Senior 1 - - 1 | Senior 1 1 ° - 
OH,S Active 2 1 ~ 1 Active 2 1 1 - 
Senior 2 4 1 8 | Senior 3 3 6 1 
™N,E Active 3 4 - - | Active 5 5 3 2 
Senior 1 135 15 - Senior 2 2 1 1 
TN, M Active 3 5 1 7 Active 2 2 1 - 
Senior 1 2 - 1 Senior 2 135 14 . 
TN, W Active 2 1 2 5 Active 3 5 1 2 
Senior - - - - Senior 2 1 1 - 
Court of 
Appeals Active 3 16 - 2 
Senior 2 2 - 
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Table V-1 


U.S. Distriet Courts 
Service Provided by and Received from Visiti 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 


Sie 


(continued) 
Service Provided to Other District Courts Service Received from Other Courts 
J Criminal Judges Criminal 
Providing Civil | Defen- Providing Civil | Defen- 

Cireuit Service Cases | dants | Trials Service Cases dants | Trials 
and ———— Termi- | Termi- | Com- Termi-| Termi- | Com- 
District Status | Number | nated | nated | pleted* | Status | Number | nated | nated |pleted* 

Tth Cireult Active 4 5 4 2 Active | 1 ll 1 
Senior = 2 u |_| Senior 4 2 2 ° 
IL, N Active i 1 - - Active 2 - 1 1 
Senior 2 1 - 1 Senior - - - - 
IL, C Active 2 1 l - Active 1 - 3 - 
Senior . ° . - | Senior ° . ° . 
IL, 5 Active 2 - 2 1 Active 1 - 1 - 
Senior - - - - Senior - - - - 
IN, N Active 1 - 3 - Active - - - - 
Senior 1 1 . - Senior 2 1 1 - 
IN, 5 Active 2 1 2 - Active 5 1 4 - 
Senior 1 - - - Senior 1 - 1 - 
WLE Active - - ° - Active 1 - 1 - 
Senior 1 - 1 - Senior - - - - 
Wi, W Active 1 - - 1 Active 1 - 1 - 
Senior - - : - Senior 1 1 - - 
Court of 
Appeals Active ° ° ° : 
Senior ' . . ° 
8th Cireul( Active 21 78 4q 20 Active 29 83 9 20 
Senior 13 58 4 23 Senior 15 $7 3 14 
AR, E Active 3 13 1 - Active 4 ® 3 2 
Senior - - - - Senior 1 23 - 8 
AR, W Active 2 a 1 2 Active 8 41 - - 
Senior - - - - Senior 9 25 1 - 
IA, N Active 1 - - 1 Active 2 - 2 - 
Senior 2 5 - - Senior 2 1 1 - 
1A, 8 Active 1 1 1 - Active 1 1 - - 
Senior . . . - | Senior ° : . . 
MN Active 4 1 5 - Active 3 1 1 2 
Senior 1 - 1 - Senior - - - - 
MO, E Active - - - - Active 2 3 1 - 
Senior 4 a 1 - Senior 1 1 - - 
MO, W Active - - - - Active 1 - 1 - 
Senior 3 7 1 5 Senior - - - - 
NE Active - - - - Active 2 1 - 5 
Senior 2 2 1 4 Senior 1 7 - 6 
ND Active 1 - 1 - Active 3 27 - 10 
Senior - - - - Senior 1 - 1 - 
sD Active 2 27 - 10 Active 3 1 1 1 
Senior 1 36 - 14 Senior - - - - 
Court of 
Appeals Active 1 28 - 7 
Senior - - - - 
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Table V~-1 


U.S. Distriet Courts 


Service Provided by and Received from Visiting J 
During the Twelve Monti Period Ended June 30, 1 
(continued) 


Service Provided to Other District Courts 


Service Received from Other Courts 


d Criminal d Criminal 
Providing Civil | Defen- Civil | Defen- 
Cireuit Service Cases | dants | Trials Service Cases | dants | Trials 
and Termi- | Termi- | Com- Termi- | Termi- | Com- 
District Status } Number | nated | nated | pleted*| Status | Number | nated = a 
Oth Cireuit Active 48 $2 We $1 Active 61 96 ay 
Senior 15 19 29 38 | Senior 20 al 26 28 
AK Active 1 1 - l Active 2 - 2 - 
Senior : - - ~ | Senior 1 - 1 - 
AZ Active 5 13 1 1 Active 5 1 2 - 
Senior 2 - 1 1 Senior 2 10 1 5 
CA,N Active i) 4 39 i) Active 4 5 1 
Sen.or 2 - 5 4 | Senior - - - - 
CALE Active 3 2 5 4 Active 2 1 1 
Senior 2 - 1 2 | Senior 1 - 4 - 
CA,C Active 14 14 39 26 | Active 7 3 5 1 
Senior 4 6 9 12 | Senior - - - - 
CAS Active 4 5 2 2 Active 3 1 4 
Senior 2 - 4 11 Senior - - 
HI Active 2 1 1 - | Active 10 - 59 28 
Senior - - - - | Senior 9 - 17 19 
ID Active 2 1 1 - | Active 5 14 - 2 
Senior > : : ~ | Senior : - - - 
MT Active . . . ~ | Active : : - : 
Senior . . ° - | Senior . . ° . 
NV Active 2 1 1 - | Active x 9 2 5 
Senior 1 1 - ~ | Senior 5 5 3 4 
OR Active 3 2 11 6 Active 4 6 22 3 
Senior 1 il 4 8 | Senior 2 2 - - 
WA,E Active 2 10 - 2 Active 1 - - 1 
Senior - - - - | Senior - - - 
WA, W Active 1 - 1 - Active 7 14 - 8 
Senior 1 1 - - | Senior - - - 
GU Active . ° . - | Active . : ° : 
Senior - - - - | Senior - - - 
NMI Active . . . - | Active : . ° : 
Senior . - - - | Senior - - - - 
Court of 
Appeels Active 1 - - 1 
Senior - - - - 
10th Cireuit Active 16 242 4 14 Active 21 242 2 14 
Senior 6 12 1 2 Senior 4 6 - - 
co Active 3 6 1 - Active 4 10 - 1 
Senior 1 1 . - | Senior 1 3 - . 
KS Active 2 3 - 1 Active 2 2 - . 
Senior 2 6 - 2 | Senior - - - - 
NM Active 4 3 3 4 Active - - - - 
Senior - - - - | Senior - - 
OK, N Active 2 220 - a Active 1 - - 4 
Senior 2 2 - - | Senior - - - . 
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Table V-1 


U.S. District Courts 
Service Provided by and Received from Visiting J 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 


i" 


(continued) 
Service Provided to Other District Courts Service Received from Other Courts 
d Criminal te Criminal 
Prov Civil | Defen- Providing Civil | Defen- 
Cireuit Service Cases dants | Trials Service Cases | dants | Trials 
and Termi- | Termi- | Com- Termi- | Termi- | Com- 
District status | Number | nated nated | pleted* | Status | Mumber nated nated |pleted* 
10th Clreuit (cont.) 
OK, E Active : Active ? 
Senior Senior 1 
OK, Ww Active 2 4 . Active 221 2 
Senior 1 5 1 Senior 1 - 
UT Active 1 1 Active 5 
Senior . Senior 
wy Active 1 1 Active 2 
Senior - . Senior 
Court of 
Appeals Active 1 1 
Senior . 
llth Cirewit Active 21 30 12 16 Active 30 ” 16 
Senior 3 ” 1 - ] Senior iB 16 2 
—e o om —_ - - —— 
AL, N Active 2 1 ! . Active 7 
Senior ! . 1 Senior 6 
AL, M Active 2 ° Active 1 ! 
Senior 1 7 Senior . 
AL, § Active 1 1 Active 5 2 
Senior - . Senior . 
PL, N | Active 5 1 2 Active 1 7 
Senior - . Senior . 
FL, M Active Active 6 5 
Senior | Senior 8 2 
| 
PL, 8 | Active LJ 5 6 7 | Active 2 
Senior 1 1 - - | Senior . 
| 
GA, N Active 3 19 2 1 | Active 1 
Senior . . . | Senior 
GA, ™M Active Active 5 
Senior Senior 2 
GA,S$ Active 1 5 Active 14 
Senior Senior . 
Court of 
Appeals Active 1 3 
Senior - . 
Special Cts Active 3 ‘ 2 
Senior 3 6 12 21 
-—————___-________4 
Intl Trade Active 3 4 2 
Senior 3 6 12 21 
Federal 
Cireuit Active 
Senior 
Claims Ct Active - 
Senior - 


* Includes al! trials completed during the period, whether or not the related case was also terminated 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Service Provided by and Received from Visiting Judges 
In Terminated 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1967 


__Bervies Provided to Courts of Appesla Service Received from Other Courts 
Par tieipations in Participetions in 


710 144 
195 $3 


Active 
Senior 
District 


Active 
Senior 


Appeals 
Senior 


Distriet 


Active 
Senior 


— 
Appeals 
Active 
Senior 
District 


Active 
Senior 


Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Gervice Provided by and Received from Visiting Judges 
In Terminated 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1987 
(continued) 


Service Provided to Courts of Appeals Service Received from Other Courts 
Participations in Participations in 
Appeals of Appeals of 
pie hing After | After nrettans After 
After | Submis-| Other After | Submis- 
Service Oral | sion on | Judicial | Oral | sion on | Judicial 
Cireuit tatus © | Total | Hearing| Briefs | Action Status | No, | Totel | Hearing| Briefs 
6m 42 535 300 211 4 ue 496 262 213 
Appeals Appeals 
Active “ 30 4 5 b] Active 5 5 5 - 
Senior + 18 13 2 Senior 2 20 13 7 
Distriet District 
Active 25 386 192 i7? 7 Active 27 306 191 177 
Senior 5 104 71 20 4 Senior 4 ag 55 29 
Th 18 433 397 10 26 17 230 218 1 
Appeals Appeals 
Active 1 2 - Active - - - 
Senior 5 142 125 6 i Senior 1 1 1 
District Distriet 
Active 5 32 31 1 Active 5 2 31 - 
Senior 9 257 239 4 4 Senior i 197 186 ! 
oth 36 355 dil 31 13 41 77 328 36 
—_—_—_ — —_- a —_— + ee —$———— —— 
Appeals Appeals 
Active 5 5 2 2 1 Active 1 4 4 5 
Senior 5 67 63 4 Senior 5 63 58 4 
District District 
Active 4 113 1 4 Active 15 4 99 "1 
Senior 4 170 148 14 a Senior “4 191 167 i 
oth 68 554 364 97 93 64 487 308 90 
be tT ——-+ -- + —— + ~—+ sae _ 
Appeals Appeals 
Active 7 19 14 5 Active 1 5 ‘4 - 
Senior 5 18 15 3 Senior 2 5 ? 1 
District District 
Active 40 318 173 61 a4 Active 39 317 172 61 
Senior 18 199 162 28 9 Senior 19 162 130 28 
10m 29 432 159 272 1 35 463 186 276 
-+—_—___—— +4 — —— --— + —t + —_———- 
Appeals Appeal 
Active Active 3 12 10 2 
Senior Senior 2 18 17 1 
District District 
Active 73 340 65 254 1 Active 24 M41 85 255 
Senior & 92 74 18 - Senior 6 9? 74 18 
lit 12 271 263 4 - 30 628 596 25 
——- —+- + -—— — 4 ——- -—— ---—~ — — 4 - . 
Appeals Appeals 
Active - - . . - Active 5 27 26 - 
Senior - . . - . Senior i 257 236 15 
District District 
Active 6 17 16 1 . Active 7 19 17 2 
Senior 6 74 247 7 - Senior 9 325 317 w 
Spex ia) = 7 174 128 32 4 
— —_——— _—— — | = —_— 
int Trede 2 117 79 28 10 
Active 1 77 46 23 a 
Senior 1 40 33 5 2 
Federal Cireuit s| st “0 ‘ ‘ 
Active 4 4 39 4 4 
Senior 1 10 10 
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TABLE X~1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
WEIGHTED AMD UMNMEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 
(ALL CRIMIWAL CASES) 


WEIGHTED FILINGS UMMEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP PER JUDGE SHIP 


DISTRICT 


tssese 
tSesse 


SERSESSSE 

ssSs8z 
S¥EESSESSE 
JSESEFZES 
sssSspsss 


3st 


FESSESSES 

Sesseses 
ESSSSssFts 
BESSeests 
SRerousEs 


_— 
- 
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- 
* 
es 
-_ 


TF 33 
8E288 


Fa 
. 
= 
— 
cos 
S35SS25 


2825 

¥Sz 

$f 
sistessss 
SeEscsets 


1 
U.38. DI ct caunts 
WEIGHTED AMD UMMEIGHTED FILINGS PER ote AGE SHIP 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH @ cMDED 30, 1967 


WEIGHTED FILINGS UMMEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER ADGESHIP PER AIDGESHIP 
JUDGE 
DISTRICT sures = CIVIL | can. TOTAL civit | CRIM. | TOTAL 
7TH... 
1L,M.... 21 600 7) «4643 $42 29) $71 
IL,C.... 3 407 72) 479 489 79 | 968 
IL,$.... 3 440 3; 4 $05 63; 648 
18,8. eee § 41s 98 473 424 4a? 471 
1m,$. eee § nO 42 $41 438 7 gm 
, ore 4 33 4; 37 393 31 | 434 
Mees 2 wa s7; +6 48s 48; $33 
STH... 
AA,E.... ‘ 483 90; $33 999 | 614 
AR, M.... 3 we | ae 29; m7 
1A,8... 1.90 4 73; $11 363 72| 63 
1A,8.... 2.90 426 Ss) 463 $29 | «6962 
es eeeee 7 321 $2 373 309 $1 360 
WO,E.... 6 490 99; $49 sol 61; 962 
eM. eee 6 we2 62 O44 468 124 992 
| eee 3 $00 | $40 sas “| 63 
WD. ..es 2 179 61; 240 1% $3; 279 
SD... 65. 2 178 os; 263 167 7 344 
9TH... 
Meneses 3 782 ‘1| 247 79 ae 
AZ. w ses 6 2722S ld | S83 0 | 4% 
CA,M.... 12 526 | 993 662 oo; 742 
CA,E.... 6 »7 $2; 9 412 71; 463 
CA,C.... 21 47% | $32 998 49; 647 
CA,$... 7? 200 «(186 | 486 305 195 | 900 
MI.... 3 590 62; 672 408 432) 840 
ID...... 2 ase | 409 208 si; 49 
eee 3 71; 418 Bi | 4% 
| ee 4 9 97; 4% 430 at $21 
@R.... 5 421 61; 42 410 co) 4% 
WA,E.... 3 2 91; M7 mas 104; 490 
WAM... 7? 340 62; 2 ees 146 14 
10TH.. 
CB.... 7 34 49; 413 421 377 
MS...... 5 420 $4, 474 431 $16 
oo eeeee 4 409 117 $26 407 111 $18 
x, 2.40 503 82; $85 “99 62; $41 
a, E. 1.3 be] 62; 47 $41 61; 602 
OK ,M.... 5.25 3 73; 6% 545 112; 67 
UT... . MO 47; 427 342 3; 
WY... 2 319 0; wm 200 42; 322 
11TH.. 
AL,@.... 7? 382 37; 419 4246 4? 471 
AL,M.... 3 Mi 90; 32 398 es; 46 
AL,$.... 3 324 $1; 20 391 49; 440 
FL,m. 3 266 S| 331 5 a4; 429 
FL,M.... 9 419 72; #1 $18 70; $88 
FL,S.. 15 261 | 3377 186 4; 80 
GA,M.. il moO 49; 389 319 63; 382 
GA, 3 Ws 73); #377 339 721) 1060 
GA,$.... 3 371 | 4% 391 107 496 
TWE CASE WEIGHTS ARE BASED ON THE 1979 DISTRICT COURT 
TIME STUDY be Th it Be | —t ADICIAL CENTER. 


JUNE 30. EXCLUDES THE TERRITORIAL COURTS. 
4 


TO THE STATE 4 WEST VIRGINIA MAS 
bY eg Ba 


CHANGEL EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1 1963. 
EFFECTIVE ALY 1 THE ADGESHIPS FOR THE THREE 


COURTS Te THE’ STATE OF GRLAMBMA MAS CHANGED AT THE DIRECTION OF THE 
ADICIAL COUNCIL OF THE TENTH CIRCUIT. 


EXCLUDES TRANSFERS 
THE ALLOCATION OF THE JUOESHL 
Tw ALLOCA 
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TABLE X-1A 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
WEIGHTED AMD UMNEIGHTED FILINGS PER ANTHORIZED ADGESHIP 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTW PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1967 
(CRIMINAL FELOWY CASES OMY) 


WEIGHTED FILINGS UMMEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGE SHIP PER JUDGESHIP 


CIVIL] CRIM. | TOTAL CIVIL | CRIM. | TOTAL 
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(MOLE A-1A 
U.S. OISTRICT COURTS 
WEIGHTED AMD UMNEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED ANE 30, 1967 
(CRIMIMAL FELONY CASES OMLY) 


WEIGHTED FILINGS UMMEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER AIDGESHIP PER JUDGESHIP 
DISTRICT SHIPS | CIVIL | CRIM. | TOTAL CIVIL jon. TOTAL 
7TH... 
TL, M.... 21 608 33 639 542 2s 7 
L,C.... 3 407 os 472 4a* 99; $48 
L,$.... 3 440 $2 492 584 50 
Tm, M.... | 415 57 472 424 43; 467 
1m,8.... 5 ba] bad 433 8 ) 
MI,€.... 4 353 32 5d 393 | 421 
WIM... 2 386 s? 445 485 a8 
6TH... 
AR,E.... 4 443 47 530 999 48] 607 
AR,M.... 3 Bo) 26 333 328 21 349 
1A,.... 1.90 438 70 $08 563 | 629 
1A,8.... 2 40 428 A 463 $28 32; 960 
WM. eeee 7? 321 ae 370 309 a) 37 
we,€.. . 6 490 G4 Gee 901 $1 $52 
O,M.... 6 382 sa 440 668 99; $27 
Se 3 $00 we 538 588 41; 629 
W@...... a 179 60 239 226 49) 275 
$D...... i 178 % 261 167 73 240 
OTH... 
Ma ccees 3 282 $8 337 247 | 206 
LY ere 6 272 a 358 m0 7s cd 
CA,M.... 12 528 “8 576 662 43/ 705 
CA, eee & 397 ” a 412 % 058 
CA,C.... 22 4% 54 530 $90 47 045 
CA,S.... 7? 260 142 422 35 =Ss«131 4 
WI...... 3 590 “ oe 08 | 447 
1D...... a 33 68 002 +06 | 474 
| ee 3 Mr o 411 1 58 399 
WV. wees 4 399 91 490 430 76 508 
OR...... 5 421 $a 479 410 60; 470 
WA,E.... 3 256 % 2 386 ” 482 
WAM... 7? 240 mae 466 38 504 
10TH. . 
CO..... : 7 Me 4 405 32) i 
KS. ..65. 4 420 4 ol 431 478 
WH.... . 4 409 1 $24 104 $11 
x, 2.0 $03 459 sm 
m&,E.. 1.3 395 454 $41 597 
Xn... 5.25 563 618 545 $1 5% 
UT. case . 380 4 421 2 378 
WY... aes 2 319 % 280 319 
11TH 
AL, a. 7? 382 417 424 .) 460 
AL,M.... 3 M2 4 383 0 si 
AL,$ 3 329 391 “s ah 
FL, mM. 4 tae 7? 317 45 63 008 
FL,M.. 9 419 6 ad 518 61 579 
FL,S.. 15 281 9 374 286 90 376 
GA,W.. il 340 385 319 41 360 
GA,M. J we 4 351 339 42 381 
GA,$.... 4 371 425 391 54 445 


TWE CASE WEIGHTS ARE BASED OW THE 1979 DISTRICT COURT 
TIME STUDY COMDUCTED BY THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER. 
AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIPS AS OF JUNE 30. EXCLUDES THE TERRITORIAL COURTS. 
EXCLUDES TRANSFERS. 
THE ALLOCATION OF THE JUDGESHIPS TO THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA MAS 
CHANGED BY Pau ah EFFECTIVE JANUARY 14, 1983. 
EFFECTIVE AAY 1 ind ALLOCATION OF THE JUDCr: ‘MIPS FOR THE THREE 
COURTS IN THE state or OKLAHOMA WAS CHANGED AT ‘WE DIRECTION OF THE 
JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF TWE TENTH CIRCUIT. 
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APPENDIX ll 


PAYMENTS UNDER 


THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1986 


TO THE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT 
THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


The following is a report of activities relating to the Criminal 
Justice Act (CJA) during fiscal year 1986 (FY 86) which ended on 
September 30, 1986. 


Status of Appropriations 


The original FY 86 appropriation for the implementation of the 
CJA was $70,074,000. However, as a result of the sequestration of 
$2,657,000, as required by the Salanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, only $67,417,000 was available in FY 86 for the 
Defender Services appropriation. lt is estimated that the entire 
$67,417,000 will be required in FY 86 to meet projected obligations and 


is expected to be distributed as follows: 
Federal Defender Organizations (FDO)'... ... $23,835,000 
CJA Panel Attorneys ..................048. 38,430,000 
Investigative, Expert & Other Services ....... 1,967,000 2 
| i PTT Tere Ter ere re 3,174,000 
General Administrative Expense............ 11,000 
WD 9.554-405-64.46045644000460 40008 $67,417,000 


' The terms Federal Defender Organizations and Federal Defenders, 


as used in this report, refer to both Federal Public and Community 
Defender Organizations. 


2 


This amount includes FDO expenses of $410,000 for investigative, 
expert and other services which are not included in the FDO total 
above. 


In response to the sequestration of funds imposed in FY 86, the 
Judiciary initiated the following policies with regard to the Defender 


Services appropriation: 


1. The budget authority of Federal Defender Organizations was 
reduced, through personnel lapses, deferral of furniture and equip- 
ment acquisitions, limited use of computer assisted legal research, 
restrictions on travel, and delay in establishing certain new branch 
Offices. 


2. Judicial officers were requested to reduce by 10 percent the amount 
approved for compensation for CJA panel attorneys appointed from 
March 13, 1986, through September 30, 1986. 


3. The rate court reporters could charge CJA appointed counsel for 
extra copies of transcripts in multi-defendant cases was reduced 
from 50 cents a page to 25 cents a page for the first 1,000 pages 
and 10 cents a page thereafter. 


4. Courts were requested to decrease the number of appointments to 
panel attorneys and increase the appointments to Federal Defenders 
in districts where such a redistribution was cost effective and 
practicable. 


5. Courts were requested to give closer scrutiny to CJA vouchers, 
determinations concerning financial eligibility for the appointment of 
counsel, determinations concerning the appropriateness of issuing 
reimbursement orders under subsection (f) of the Act, and decisions 
concerning the appointment of counsel in discretionary matters 
under subsection (g) of the Act. 


The Judicial Conference decided not to continue these initiatives 
in FY 87. 


The Congress has appropriated $86,378,000 for “Defender 


Services” for FY 87. Of this amount, $18,000,000 was appropriated as 
part of the Omnibus Drug Supplemental Act of 1987. 
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Legisiation 


Criminal Justice Act Revision of 1986 


The Criminal Justice Act Revision of 1986, Public Law 99-651, 


was signed into law on November 14, 1986. This law will become 
effective on March 14, 1987 (120 days after enactment). The major 
provisions which are expected to have a cost impact include: 


1. 


The “general” hourly rates for attorney compensation will be 
retained ($60 per hour for in-court time and $40 per hour for 
out-of-court time). However, the Judicial Conference will be 
authorized to increase these hourly rates up to a maximum of 
$75 for certain districts or circuits. In addition, three years after 
the effective date of the Act, the Judicial Conference will be 
permitted to raise the maximum hourly rates for attorneys by an 
amount not to exceed the annual cost of living increases 
received by federal employees. 


Attomey case compensation maximums will be increased as 


follows: 


Present New 
Maximum Maximum 


Felony............... $2,000 $3,500 
Appeais.............. 2,000 2,500 
Misdemeanors......... 800 1,000 
Other Cases .......... 500 750 


Compensation limits for investigative, expert, and other services 
will be increased as follows: 


With prior authorization 
Without prior authorization. . . 150 300 


In addition, judges and magistrates will be permitted to give nunc 
pro tunc approval to claims for compensation for services 
obtained without prior authorization, even if the amount exceeds 
the new $300 limit, upon the finding that timely procurement of 
the necessary services could not await prior authorization. 


The Director of the Administrative Office will be authorized to 
provide professional liability protection for federal defenders and 
their employees. 


Authority will be provided for the funding of continuing education 
and training of person: providing representational services 
under the Act. 


Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 


Sentencing Guidelines mandated by the Sentencing Reform Act 
of 1984 and scheduled to become effective November 1, 1987, are likely 
to have a significamt impact on both CJA caseload and workload. 
Although not yet promulgated, the guidelines could remove the incentive 
for guilty pleas in some types of cases and, therefore, could result in 
more trials. In addition, practice under the guidelines could require more 
extensive preparation for sentencing hearings, which are expected to 
last longer than sentencing hearings under the current law. Finally, the 
option given to the Government and defendants to appeal sentences is 
likely to increase the volume of appellate litigation. 


Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986 


The Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986, Public Law 99-570, was 
signed into law on October 27, 1986. Among its provisions, this law 
includes many significant changes in the criminal sanctions available for 
drug trafficking and related activities. These changes could remove 
incentives to plead guilty and may result in more trials. The Administra- 
tive Office will monitor the impact of this law to ensure that correspond- 
ing increases in the need for defense services can be met. 


Representation in Federal Courts 
During FY 86, approximately 59,569 persons were represented 


in the United States courts pursuant to the provisions of the CJA. This 
compares with 54,564 appointmenis in FY 85 and 51,115 appointments 
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in FY 84. The number of appointments in FY 86 was thus 9.2 percent 
greater than those in FY 85 and 16.5 percent greater than in FY 84. 


The following tables compare appointments of counsel, and 


distribution of CJA junds, between panel attomeys and Federal 
Defenders fo: fiscal years 1984, 1985, and 1986. 


Appoiniments and Funding Distribution by Fiscal Year 


FY 1984 FY 1985 FY 1986 
Percera Percent Perce Percent Percert Percem 
of of of of ol of 
_ Appowuments | Funds | Appointments Funds | ‘ppointments Funds 
Panel 
Attorneys 465 46.1 474 602 471 640 
FOO" 535 53.9 526 398 529 36 0 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Cases Opened by Fiscal Year 
Percent Percent Percent 
Change Change Change 
FY 1984 | FY 1985 FY 1964-1985 FY 1098 FY 1985-1966 | FY 1964-1986 
Panel 
AMOMOYB oc occccsonn 23,768 25,864 89 28,062 84 18.1 
FDO? .... 27,350 28,680 49 31,507 99 152 
Total... 51,115 54 564 67 59 569 92 165 


JExctudes inmate requesis trom the United States Medical Center. Springfield, Missouri 1.537 in FY 1984: 
1.270 in FY 1985. and 1,545 in FY 1986. 


The following table reflects the actual number of appellate and 
district court CJA appointments in fiscal years 1982 through 1985, and 
their distribution between panel attorneys and Federal Defenders. 
Projections for fiscal years 1986 through 1988 are based upon data 
recorded through November 30, 1986, historical trends, and information 
obtained from Federal Defenders and the Executive Office for United 
States Attomeys. 
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Fiscal 
Year Total 


Actual 
1982 43,766 
1983 47,470 
1984 ; , 48,381 
1985 51,515 


Estimate 
1986 . §6,303 
1987 60,911 
1988 61,501 


‘These figures do not reflect cancellations, waivers and lerminalions 


At the close of statistical year 1986, judiciary caseload statistics 
reflected that during the twelve month period ending June 30, 1986, a 
total of 41,490 criminal cases were filed, an increase of 5.0 percent from 
the statistical year 1985 level of 39,500. Criminal case filings increased 
in every circuit except the Ninth and the District of Columbia. The 
pending criminal caseload as of June 30, 1986 was 24,456 cases, an 
increase of 9.7 percent over 1985, its highest level since 1973. 


Statistical year 1986 criminal filings increased in 10 of the 15 
major offense categories. The primary contributor to the increase in the 
criminal caseload related to the Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act 
(DAPCA). Case filings under DAPCA rose from a 1985 total of 6,690 to 
a 1986 total of 7,894, an increase of 18.0 percent. Prosecutions under 
the narcotics provisions alone rose by 31.2 percent, while filings for 
marijuana violations increased by 10.1 percent. 


Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force Program 


The President's Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force 
Program, which began reviewing cases in January 1983, was designed 
to disrupt major drug trafficking organizations operating in the United 
States, many of which are international in scope. According to informa- 
tion provided by the Department of Justice, Task Force budgets have 
totaled over $500 million to date, and the personnel include ap- 
proximately 1,516 agents, 253 prosecutors, and 614 support employees. 
State and local officers also participated in nearly one-third of the Task 
Force investigations. During the statistical year 1986, approximately 
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1,925 officers were designated as Special Dey U.S. Marshals to 
enable them to work on cases outside of their jurisdictions. These 
efforts have drawn substantial support from foreign law enforcement 
agencies. The Task Forces are in addition to the regular drug entorce- 
ment programs of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, Drug Enforce- 
ment Administration and other agencies. 


During the period November 15, 1985, through November 30, 
1986, Task Force cases had Leen initiated throughout the country, 
producing 1,301 indictments involving a total of 4,498 defendants. Of 
these defendants 179 have been charged under the Racketeer Influ- 
enced and Corrupt Organizations (RICO) statute, while 216 defendants 
were charged under the Continuing Criminal Enterprise (CCE) statute. 


Federal Defender organizations have experienced a 65.6 
percent increase in appointments in drug cases; from 1,980 in FY 1982 
(prior to the inception of the Task Force Program) to 3,279 in FY 1986. 
Similarly, in-court hours for Federal Defender drug related cases have 
increased during this same period by 67.1 percent; from 8,219 to 13,737. 
A substantial proportion of these increases are believed to be at- 
tributable to Task Force activities. 


Payments in Excess of the Statutory Maximums 


The CJA provides that, in extended or complex cases, attorneys 
may receive compensation in excess of the general case compensation 
maximums when the presiding judicial officer certifies that such excess 
payment is necessary to provide fair compensation and the payment is 
approved by the chief judge of the circuit. Similarly, compensation in 
excess of the general maximum may be paid to persons providing 
investigative, expert and other services if the presiding judicial officer 
determines that the amount is necessary to provide fair compensation 
for services of an unusual character or duration and the amount of the 
excess payment is approved by the chief judge of the circuit. 
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The following table reflects excess compensation claims both 
opened and processed during the designated fiscal year. 


FY 1983 FY 1984 FY 1985 FY 1986 
Num Num, Num Num 
ber Total ber Total ber Total ber Total 
Felony 434 $1,159,234 452 $1,162,570 435 $2,440,448 | 522 $2,607,063 
Misdemeanor " 23 17,792 27 23,621 22 38,859 31 49,713 
Discretionary Other 147 60,171 124 68,676 101 107,687 | 144 161,124 
Expert & Other Services 223 209,888 267 283,642 346 440,393 | 448 567,927 


The number of payments in excess of the attorney case com- 
pensation maximums during FY 1986 was 3,264, an increase of ap- 
proximately 18.0 percent from the 2,767 total for FY 1984. These claims 
include cases opened in prior fiscal years. The total amount paid 
through September 30, 1986, for services relating to these claims 
(including any interim payments made in prior fiscal years) was 
$18,468,521. By comparison $7,035,723 was paid for excess compen- 
sation during the same period in FY 1984. The FY 1986 increase in the 
total dollar amount of excess compensation payments can be attributed 
to the influence of the increase in CJA appointments in recent years and 
the fact that payments made during FY 1984 were based on the lower 
hourly rates of $30 per hour for in-court time and $20 per hour for 
out-of-court time 5 


“The number of excess compensation claims paid during FY 1986 has 
been compared with the FY 1984 figures, rather thar FY 1985, because 
FY 1985 figures were lowered by the application of statutorily authorized 
increases in compensation maximums to all CJA cases pending on or 
after October 12, 1984. Thus, the small number (1,873) and the rela- 
tively low dollar level ($8,013,652) of excess compensation payments in 
FY 1985 was a result of the application of the new higher case compen- 
sation maximums to cases initiated but not concluded orior to the 
effective date of the hourly rate increase. 
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The following is a summary of excess Compensation claims paid 


during FY 1986 for both attorneys and expert services: 


1, 


There were 2,529 excess payments in felony cases approved. The 
largest of these payments amounted to $91,920 in a criminal 
espionage case in the Northern District of California. The average 
for all such payments was $6,833. 


There were 93 excess payments for extended or complex repre- 
semation in misdemeanor cases approved. The largest of these 
payments was $13,570 in a criminal conspiracy case in the District 
of Puerto Rico. The average for all such payments was $1,891. 


There were 642 claims approved for extended or complex dis- 
cretionary appointments. The largest paymemt was for $10,820 for 
a habeas petitioner in the Western District of Missouri; and the 
average for all matters was $1,577. 


There were 836 claims for compensation approved and paid for 
expert and other services of an unusual character or duration. The 


largest single payment was $52,955 for a certified public accountant 
in the District of Hawaii; and the average cost per case was $1,564. 


Transcripts, Investigative, Expert and Other Services 


As of November 30, 1986, $4,208,840 had been paid from the 


FY 1986 Criminal Justice Act appropriation for transcripts, investigative, 
expert and other services. It is estimated that, as later claims at- 
tributable to FY 1986 are approved and paid, the total for FY 1986 will 
amount to $5,141,000. The following table reflects the cost of providing 
these services from FY 1983 through FY 1985, and estimates for FY 
1986 through FY 1988. 


Transcripts, investigative, Expert and Other Services 


FY 1983 


$2,505,131 
296,971 
136,713 
239,509 
324,956 


$3,503,280 


FY 1984 


$2,155,180 
307,686 
184,251 
229,842 
350,650 


$3,227,609 


FY 1985 


$2,693,368 
516,085 
216,818 
258,163 
711,159 


$4,395,593 


Investigators 
Interpreters 
Psychiatrists 
Other Experts 


FY 1986 


$3,174,000 
531,000 
373,000 
275,000 
788,000 


$5,141,000 


FY 1987 


$4,340,000 
630,000 
365,000 
520,000 
1,001,000 


$6,856,000 


FY 1988 


$4,775,000 
676,000 
398,000 
573,000 
1,113,000 


$7,535,000 


Federal Defender Organizations 


The cost effectiveness of the Federal Defender Program in 
comparison with panel attorney expenditures in specific locations 
contributed to decisions to create five new Federal Defender branch 
offices since the beginning of FY 1986. The Federal Public Defender 
Organization for the Middle and Western Districts of Pennsylvania 
opened a branch office in Harrisburg on December 2, 1985, and a 
branch office in Scranton on January 20, 1986. The Federal Defender’s 
Services Unit of the New York Legal Aid Society established a branch 
office in White Plains in January 1986. In April 1986, the Federal Public 
Defender Organization for the Western District of Washington opened a 
branch office in the District of Alaska at Anchorage. The Federal Public 
Defender Organization for the District of New Jersey opened a branch 
office in Trenton on October 1, 1986. 
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The Federal Public Defender Organization for the Southern 
District of Georgia was disestablished at the request of the district court 
which wanted to utilize panel attorneys exclusively. The Federal 
Detender office ceased operations on May 31, 1986. 


Although a final accounting has not yet been completed, the cost 
of operating the Federal Defender Organizations during FY 1986 is 
estimated to have been $24,245,000 or 9.0 percent less than the 
aount authorized. Approximately 79.3 percent of the cost of the 
operation of 40 Federal Defender Organizations in FY 1986 was ex- 
pended for personnel compensation and benefits. 


A total of 31,507 cases were opened by Federal Defenders in 
FY 1986, and 30,706 were closed. Increases in caseload were realized 
by 70.0 percent of the reporting Defender Organizations during FY 1986. 
The office experiencing the highest volume during this period was the 
Southern District of California with 7,161 openings. This organization 
closed 7,170 cases, 4,854 of which were immigration and petty offense 
cases. 


Based upon original budget and grant submissions, as a group, 
Federal Defenders realized 103.9 percent of their projected caseloads. 
This compares with 103.0 percent and 107.9 percent for fiscal years 
1985 and 1984, respectively. 
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